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ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 


INCORPORATED a.p. 1720. 


GOVERNOR: SIR NEVILE LUBBOCK, K.C.M.G. 


FIRE, LIFE, SEA, ACCIDENTS, BURGLARY, ANNUITIES, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
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EXECUTOR OF WILLS. 
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Special Terms granted to ANNUITANTS when health is impaired, 





Apply for Full Prospectus to the Secretary. 
Head Office: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 


FIRE 


ENTAILS LOSS OF PROFITS. 
INSURE AGAINST IT BY THE 
“LAW GUARANTEE PROFITS POLICY.” 
For Prospectus and Rates, apply : 


LAW GUARANTEE 


TRUST & ACCIDENT SOCIETY, LIMITED. 
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CAPITAL FULLY SUBSCRIBED £2,250,000. 
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Life Ass*- Rates 
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LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
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THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 
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The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
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Current Topics. 
The New Land Taxation. 


AT THE meeting of the Council of the Law Society, held on 
the 11th of June, the following resolution was passed :— 

‘‘That in the opinion of this Council the scheme of land taxation 

contained in Part I. of the Finance Bill, 1909, is unjust and unworkable, 
being—(1) an attempt, under guise of taxation, to confiscate a particular 
class of property ; (2) an offence — the hitherto recognized principle 
of finance that taxation should only be imposed where there are receipts 
by way of income or otherwise to meet it ; and (3) founded upon valua- 
tions which must necessarily be illusory and fallacious.” 
If it is said that the passing of this resolution is an unusual 
course to be taken by the Council, the answer is obvious——the 
occasion for it is altogether unexampled. Interests in land 
which have never before been taxed are proposed to be brought 
into the Government net, and this not as a necessary provision 
for the wants of the Exchequer, since it is admitted that the 
duties on land values will produce little during the first year, 
and they might apparently be dropped without serious disturb. 
ance of the financial arrangements of the Government. It is 
clear that the duties will be expensive to collect and will be 
burdensome on a special class only of the community. Solicitors, 
as acting for that class, are clearly entitled—we think are bound 
—to express their views on the proposed impost, though we 
should have preferred a more detailed statement of the economic 
objections to the new duties than is given in the resolution. 


A Constitutional Question. 


A VERY GRAVE constitutional question is raised by the Finance 
Bill. Under the existing law (see Finance Act, 1874, section 10) 
appeals from the decision of the Inland Revenue Commissioners as 
to the amount of duty claimed by the Commissioners are to be to 
the High Court, and in certain cases, a ntly at the option of 
the appellant, to the county court. uers are to be appointed 
by the county council, and the court may (not shall) refer any 
question of disputed value to the arbitration of such valuer. The 
practical result is that the appellant has the right to appeal 
from the decision of the Commissioners to the High Court. 
Under the present Bill the appeal is to be made to a referee (clause 
22 (21)), whois to be appointed by the Crown (clause = A 
judge of the High Court cannot be removed except upon the address 
of both Houses of Parliament, but apparently a referee will hold his 
office during pleasure only. Considering that the decision of the 
referee, appointed by the Crown, is to be final, and that he has to 
adjudicate as to the amount on which duty is to be paid, and that 
it does not appear that he is bound to "on 4 evidence, this appears 
to be a most serious change in the law. It is difficult to see why 
this change is made. So far as we are aware, appeals from the 
Commissioners on question of value are extremely rare—in fact, we 
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believe that no such appeal has been reported—but we cannot help 
feeling that the knowledge that an appeal lies to the High Court 


tends to make the Commissioners act prudently. 


Undercutting in Solicitors’ Fees. 


WE PRINT elsewhere a letter from “ A Country Solicitor ” call- 
_ing attention to a matter as to which complaints have previously 
It appears 

to be a settled practicein some towns in those countiesand elsewhere 
for purchasers of small properties to conduct a Dutch auction as to 
the cost of examination of title and conveyance. They visit 
solicitor after solicitor to ask what his charge will be for this 
work. They get little encouragement from the large and well- 
established offices, but among the young and struggling solicitors 
in their town they find their prey. One of these, A., names an 
inclusive sum, whereupon the visitor remarks that he has seen Mr. 
B., who will do the work for less. Thereupon, the temptation 
- being strong, A. names a still less sum, and so the haggle goes on 
until all the solicitors within the visitor’s knowledge have been 
exhausted. This is a grave breach of professional etiquette, and 
certainly seems to call for repression. It is likely to be still more 


reached us, especially from Yorkshire and Lancashire. 


extensively practised when the double duty on conveyances comes 
into force, inclining the purchaser still further to dock the 
solicitor’s charges. Our correspondent thinks that it should be 
seen to by the Law Society ; but beyond issuing a circular to the pro- 
vincial law societies, it is difficult to see how they can intervene. 
The remedy rests with the law society of the district, who should 
frame a scale of minimum charges in respect of purchases under, 
say, £500; and should intimate that a solicitor accepting less 
than such minimum charge will be considered to be acting un- 
fairly towards his brother practitioners. No one, of course, can 


‘deny that the scale for such purchases should be very moderate ; 
_but when it is once fixed and circulated, each solicitor who is 
Invited to compete will be able to point to it and to say that he 
‘cannot go below it. 


Taxation of Costs and Statute-barred Iterns. 

THE Court of Appeal has reversed (ante, p. 577) the decision 
of WARRINGTON, J., in Re Brockman (1909, 1 Ch. 354), and has 
at the same time made a very important change in the effect 
of orders for taxation of costs. Where a solicitor has a lien for 
costs upon documents in his possession, then, upon the well- 


- settled doctrine as to liens taking debts out of the statute, the lien 


is available for all costs due, including items which would 
be barred by the Statute of Limitations; and accordingly a 
taxation for the purpose of ascertaining the amount covered by 
the lien will extend to statute-barred items: Curwen v. Milburn 
(42 Ch. D. 424). But where there is no lien, and the client applies 
under section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. ¢. 73), 


: for taxation of his bill, there is not the same reason for excluding 
. section 23 of the statute, and primé facie it would seem that, on 


the taxation, he would be at liberty to object to items more than 
six years old. It has been the practice, however, in the Chancery 
Division, to insert in the order a submission by the client to 
pay what is due, and this has been held to mean a submission 
to pay all that is due without regard to the statute : Re Margetts 
(1896, 2 Ch. 263). It has been pointed out in the Court of 
A in the present case that this submission to pay is really a 
relic from section23 of the statute 2 Geo. 2, c. 23, made perpetual 
by 30 Geo. 3, c. 19, but repealed by the Act of 1843. The last Act 
does not, as did the first, require a submission to pay ; but since 
upon a taxation after one month from delivery of the bill the 
court can, under section 37, im terms, there has been some 
justification for requiring a submission to pay, and for construing 


‘this to extend to statute-barred items. In Le Brockmanthe question 


arose whether this submission could be required when the applica- 
tion for taxation was made within the month, so that the client 


‘ was entitled to an order as of right, but WARRINGTON, J., held 
that no distinction could be made, and that in all cases the client 


‘must give the submission, and be prepared to pay statute-barred 
items, as the price of the advantages secured by taxation. The 


‘Court of Appeal, however, have reversed this decision, and have 


at the same time overruled Re Margetts (supra). Where the 
‘client applies for taxation within the month, he cannot be required 
to make any submission as to payment. Where he applies after 


the month, he can be required to submit to pay—tho 
the utility of ‘the submission is doubted—but this is a submission 
only to pay what is certified to be payable, and the amount 
so certified will not include items as to which the client sets up 
the statute on the taxation. This does not interfere with the 
effect of a lien, but in future it will be much less safe than 
hitherto for solicitors to sleep on their bills: 


Instructions to Executors. 

THE DIFFICULTIES experienced by executors in dealing with 
their testator’s estate are often considerably aggravated by the 
initial difficulty of ascertaining the particulars of which that estate 
consists. It is a common experience to find that a testator has 
not taken any pains to provide even some sort, of summary or 
outline as to the nature or extent of his property, and that the 
necessary information can only be obtained by a wearisome search, 
under distressing circumstances, through drawers and boxes, pass- 
books, account books, and widely scattered documents, with much 
consequent delay and expense, and the necessity of a series of 
corrective affidavits for the ultimate satisfaction of the Inland 
Revenue authorities. Many people are, no doubt, unwilling in 
their lifetime to disclose to other persons, even to their banker or 
solicitor, their actual pecuniary position, or the extent and details 
of their property ; probably few persons would venture without 
expert assistance to profess to enumerate accurately all .property 
of which they are “ competent to dispose,” or which would “ pass 
on their death ” within the meaning of the Finance Acts, much 
less to indicate what property must be aggregated for the purpose 
of determining the incidence of estate duty. They might also 
be unwilling, for reasons ingrained in human nature, to refer to 
donations mortis causd, or gifts made, with or without reservation, 
within the prescribed period before their death. It is hardly, 
however, unreasonable to suggest that a testator should be advised, 
when making his will, to place with it in the traditional sealed 
long envelope at least sufficient notes to guide his executors in 
ascertaining generally the nature-and situation of the estate with 
which they will have to deal. Such notes would necessarily 
admit of no little variety in, different cases, but certain heads of 
information may be suggested which would often be applicable 
by way of ovtline. Thus, the names of the testator’s solicitor 
and banker; a statement as to the extent to which such banker 
receives his income and holds his securities; the terms of his 
occupation, of his place of business, and of his private residence; 
a summary of his investments ; the existence or non-existence 
of any real estate or leaseholds ; his interests in possession, rever- 
sion, or otherwise under any marriage settlement, will, or other 
instrument; particulars of any articles stored with bankers or 
elsewhere (a frequently forgotten item) ; details of any business 
or partnerships, contracts, guarantees, directorships, trusteeships, 

t or present, and policies of assurance—information on these 
eads, or some of them, as applicable, would in many cases 
furnish valuable information for executors, which could ber 
otherwise only be ascertained with much delay and difficulty. 
Information would also be useful as to domicil, pedigree, date, 
and place of birth and marriage, and former residences and 
position in life, especially if the testator has at any time resided 
abroad. The relief available to executors by the issue of the 
statutory advertisements for creditors substantially qualifies the 
actual necessity for information as to debts and claims ‘on the 
estate, but some information also as to these would often be 
useful, and of considerable benefit to executors as to adjudicating 
upon, or resisting, doubtful claims. 


Destruction of Demised Premises. 

Ir 1s familiar law that if a house be burnt down the tenant 
remains liable for the rent, in the absence of some express agreement 
to the contrary. The precise reason for this rule cannot be stated 
with any confidence in the present condition of the authorities, 
and the exact limits of its application cannot be accurately laid 
down. The best practical illustration of this is afforded by the 
fact that there appears to be no reported decision to the effect 
that a tenant of the upper part of a building would remain liable 
for rent even after the to Seneptosene of the rooms occupied 
by him, It is true that the case of Izon v. Gorton (5 Bing, N. ©. 








501) is cited in the text-books as an authority for the proposition 
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that the tenants of “ a second floor which during their occupation 
was consumed by an accidental fire” are lidble in an action for use 
and occupation “ notwithstanding the destruction of the premises ” 
(see the headnote)—but an examination of the case shews that 
«the premises ” were not wholly “consumed ” or “ destroyed,” but 
only made completely untenantable. The walls remained in 
position, and, in the words of Tinpat, C.J., “the space 
enclosed by the four walls still continued as marked 
out by them.” Whether in the event of the supporting 
walls of an upper storey falling completely and leaving 
no “space enclosed” by them, the rent could still be 
recovered, has yet to be decided by the courts. It +is believed 
that no case among those to be found in our own reports is 
inconsistent with the view that under such supposed circumstances 
rent could no longer be recovered. The question has, however, 
been before the American courts on several occasions, and though 
there are decisions both ways, the balance of authority in America 
is decidedly in favour of the proposition that upon the destruction 
of a room or rooms in a building, leased separately from the rest 
of the building, by the whole building being burnt down, rent is 
no longer recoverable in respect of the separate rooms. The 
reasoning on which this proposition is founded is, shortly, that the 
lease of a whole house differs altogether from the lease of one or more 
rooms in it, and that the tenant of an upper floor has no such 
interest in the soil itself as to leave him any possibility of 
occupying any “land” when his rooms have completely 
disappeared. There is a hint of something like this in Bac. Abr. 
Rent, M. 2: “ Here it seems extremely reasonable that if the use 
of the thing be entirely lost or taken away from the tenant, the 
rent ought to be abated or apportioned, because the title to the 
rent is founded upon this presumption, that the tenant enjoys the 
thing during the contract.” 


Obligation of Lessor to Give the Lessee Possession 
of the Demised Premises. 

Ir 1s an established principle of the law of this country and of 
the Continent that the lessor is bound, by the nature of the 
contract and without any particular stipulation, to give the 
lessee possession of the demised premises, and not merely the 
right to bring legal proceedings by way of ejectment. We have, 
therefore, been somewhat surprised to find that this doctrine has 
been recently disputed in one of our important dependencies. In 
the case of Wijanaike v. De Silva (9 Ceylon New Law Reports, 
366) the lessee of a number of cocoanut trees brought his action 
sgainst the lessor for a cancellation of the lease and damages on 
the ground that he had never received possession of any of the 
trees leased tohim. It was argued, on behalf of the defendant, that 
delivery of the lease was in law delivery of possession of the property 
leased ; that the lessor, after delivering the lease, was not bound 
to deliver actual possession, and that the lessee could not main- 
tain such an action as the present one unless he had been evicted 
wy law in an action of which he had given the lessor notice. 

he court, HUTCHINSON and Mripp.LetTon, JJ., held, without 
difficulty, that it was the defendant’s duty to give to the plaintiff, 
his lessee, such a possession of the trees that he might have the 
use of them, and that, if he failed in this duty, he was liable to 
pay the lessee damages for his breach of contract. The case may 
seem simple enough, but it should be remembered that in Hen- 
derson v. Squire (L. R. 4 Q. B. 170), where a tenant, under an 

ement of tenancy, had underlet a part of the premises and at 
the determination of both tenancies the under-tenant held over 
against the will of the tenant, it was contended by eminent 
counsel that the tenant was not liable for rent because the under- 
tenant held over, and that the latter might be proceeded against 
a§& mere trespasser. The court, in giving judgment for the 
plaintiff, said that there was little authority upon the question 
under discussion, but that, independently of authority, it was 
principle the duty of the tenant to restore absolute posses- 


Exterritoriality in Siam. 

THE RECENT treaty with Siam forms the subject of a parlia- 
mentary paper just issued (Cd. 4646), and the greater part of 
the treaty and accompanying documents are set out in the Times 


ofthe 12th of June. Oneeffect of the treaty is that some of the 





Siamese Malay provinces are now transferred from the pecene f 
of Siam to that of Great Britain and become part of the “ British- 

rotected territory” in the Malay peninsula—the Federated 
Malay States. The other effect is that the exterritorial rights of 
British subjects in Siam itself have undergone modification. TT] 
Siam Government desired the complete abolition of British exterri- 
toriality. The British Government have not seen their way to 
concede this, and the exterritorial rights conferred in 1855 and 
1883 remain in force as now altered. But a real compromise has 
been made, and extended jurisdiction over British subjects will, 
when certain Siamese codes come into force, be exercised by the 
Siamese Courts. A Euro legal adviser is to sit in cases where 
either party is a British subject, though a curious distinction is made 
between European and Asiatic “ British subjects.” The European 
legal adviser will be a mere assessor where Asiatics are concerned, 
but will be a judge whose decision is binding where Europeans are 
concerned. It remains to be seen whether this singular 
arrangement will work. The complete abandonment of exterri- 
torial rights at somé time in the future appears to be contem- 
plated. If and when this abandonment does take place, warning 
should be taken by the result of a similar abandonment in Japan, 
which took place in 1899. Only twelve months ago a case 
cropped up in the Divorce Court bate Division of the High 
Court) in which a marriage was celebrated according to English 
rites at Tokio, a few months after the cessation of British ex- 
territoriality in Japan, and was consequently invalid by the 
Japanese lex loci. Instances of abandonment of sepsis | 
are sorare that the possible ccnsequences may well be overlooked. 
Servia, Tunis, and pt appear to be the only iastances so far. 
The treaty with Siam has not yet been ratified, and already a 
difference of opinion has arisen as to the meaning of art. 5, 
which relates to the jurisdiction of the Siamese courts over 
British subjects: see the Times of the 17th of June. 


Level Crossings and Foot Passengers in France. 
THE ENGLISH courts have frequently had occasion to con- 
sider the liability of railway companies with regard to persons 
who have been injured while using a footway which is crossed by 
the railway on the level. It. is obvious, on reference to these 
cases, that there have been waves of legal opinion in one direction 
and the other. In some of the cases there has been a tendency 
to allow the jury to decide whether the company ought to have 
taken reasonable precautions for the protection of a 
beyond those which they had actually taken, and in others there 
has been a tendency to adopt the opinion, expressed more than 
once by Lord BRAMWELL, that rules, regulations, and provisions 
which are made to take care of people when they should take 
care of themselves are. positively mischievous. A case just 
decided by the First Tribunal of the Seine shews that French 
judges have strong sympathy with the views of Lord BRAMWELL. = 
In an action against the Compagnie du Nord. it appeared 
that M. AucusTE SANSON, a wholesale leather merchant, and a 
man in the prime of life, was struck by a train while 
passing over a level crossing and was killed on the spot. It was 
contended by his representatives that he had observed all custom- 
ary precautions while crossing the railway, but the court, 
having regard to the existing regulations which had obtained 
the sanction of the Government, and according to which 
level crossings must be used by foot passengers at their own risk 
and peril, gave judgment for the company. The French law, like 
our own, requires barriers to be erected at level crossings, but it 
makes no further provision for the protection of foot 
leaving the railway company to provide for their safety in such 
manner as it thinks proper. The danger to gers over @ 
level crossing can hardly at the present day be considered to be 
greater than that upon an ordinary highway frequented by. motor 
carriages, 


Original or Copy? ” 

AMONG THE pictures recently exhibited in France in a collection 
of the works of deceased artists was one described in the catalogue 
as a portrait of the Marquise D’ORvILLIERS, attributed to Davi, 
and folorigin to the Comte p’ANDLAN. Upon the publication 
of this pee at the uis DE TURENNF, son of the 
Marquise D’ORVILLIERS, di that the original of this. portrait 
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was in his private collection, and he gave notice to the Comte 
D’ANDLAN and the Société National des Beaux Arts to appear 
before the court to shew cause why the picture should not be 
removed from the exbibition and its title and description omitted 
from the catalogue. The court has appointed three experts to 
consider the difficult question whether the picture exhibited is the 
original or a copy. Nothing, in the opinion of a recent writer 
.in one of the weekly periodicals, is so crazy as the business of the 
sale of pictures. There are two painted canvasses—the original 
and the copy—which are so exquisitely alike that no two men in 
the world can detect the difference without a microscope, and they 
are often wrong. And yet sober-minded persons will pay the 
worth of a town full of houses for one of them and will hardly 
give a bottle of champagne for the other. We may only hope 
ord the eminent French experts will be equal to their arduous 


The “ Perfection’? Trade Mark Case. 


Mr. Justice SWINFEN EADy, gave judgment on Tuesday on the 
appeal by Joseph Crosfield & Sons (Limited), from the decision of 

e Registrar of Trade Marks refusing their application to register 
the word “ Perfection” as a trade mark for common soap. It was 
a special application under paragraph 5 of section 9 of the Trade 
Marks Act, 1905, and the Board of Trade had, on an ex parte 
application, made the necessary order that the Registrar should 
proceed with the registration. The mark was then advertised, 
and an opposition was lodged by Lever Brothers (Limited). On 
this opposition the Registrar decided to refuse registration. Joseph 
Crosfield & Sons then appealed to the court. SwINFEN Eapy, 
J., held that the word “ Perfection” was not, upon the evidence 
as a whole, “ distinctive” within the meaning of section 9 (5); 
and he refused the application to register, with costs. A notice- 
able feature of the case was that each of the parties had filed some 
500 statutory declarations. We shall return to the decision at a 
future date. 


Judicial Dignity. 

IN COMMENTING on the retirement of Lord Gore. from the 
Presidency of the Probate, &c., Division, we remarked upon the 
dignity and patience with which he discharged the duties of the 
Divorce Court, and we ventured to question whether his suc- 
cessor, able though he was, would rival him in this respect. We 
have not had long to wait for a confirmation of our apprehension. 
In Gwatkin v. Gwatkin, a divorce case tried last week, Sir J. C. 
BicHamM is reported by the: Times to have made the following 
playful observations during the examination of the wife :— 

The President : You may Jaugh, Mr. BAYFORD, but most of these acts 
I sbould describe as mere playfulness. 1 dare say you are not familiar 
with ‘‘ Mr.Punch ” of fifty years ago, about the time that the Divorce Act 
was passed. I well remember a picture by LEECH as to a lady’s hair and 
her husband’s —. 

The Petitioner : His conduct had a bad effect on my nerves. 

The President : You do not appear nervous now. 

The Petitioner: He used to clutch and grip me by the arm. 

The President : I do not wish to go into domestic matters, but I have 
often done that. 

Corroborative evidence of the cruelty was given by a ‘‘ companion” 
and by & maidservant, and, in answsr to the court, the latter replied 
that she had never complained of her master’s conduct, but “had dis- 
cussed it with cook.” 

The President ; Many things are discussed with cook. 

It is no doubt interesting to have these autobiographical 
reminiscences of the domestic habits of the learned judge, and of 
his acquaintance with what goes on below stairs; but it may be 
doubted whether they conduce to the dignity of the court or the 
progress of business. 


Fees of Counsel Defending Poor Prisoners in 
the United States. 

IN A paragraph under this heading in our issue of the 29th of May 
we referred to the report of a case tried before FITZGERALD, J., in 
the Supreme Court of New York, in which a woman was found 

ilty of manslaughter “in the second degree” of her husband. 

é/stated that she was defended by Mr. JoszepH H. CHOoarE, 
= he was assigned by the court as counsel for her 
ddfence,naridithat it was stated in the report of the case that 
thesfeeqrtiibhihéarould receive was five hundred dollars—about one 


hundred pounds. We took this statement from one of the lead. 
ing newspapers in New York, but we are now informed, bya 
letter from Mr. CHOATE himself, that what was said as to the fe 
received by him was incorrect. It is true that he was assigned to 
defend the prisoner in the case referred to, and that he acted on 
her behalf, but no fee whatever was, or would be, or under the 
law could be, paid for she services thus rendered. The law of 
New York provides for the payment of counsel assigned to defend 
poor prisoners only in capital cases. Weare much indebted to Mr, 
CHOATE for his courteous correction, and are glad to learn that in 
New York a poor prisoner can obtain the gratuitous services even 
of leading counsel. 


Tobacco or Gum Chewing in Railway Cars. 

In A case before the Divisional Court of Ontario, where the 
question was whether the plaintiff had been injured by the 
negligence of the defendants, owners of a railway, RIDDELL, J, 
gave an opinion which must have been read with interest on the 
other side of the Atlantic, but which would excite less attention 
in this country. It is as follows :—‘‘ While it is impossible to lay 
down any specific rule for the guidance of railways, or street rail- 
ways, generally, a railway operating in a country where tobaceo 
chewing or gum chewing is not uncommon must expect its 
patrons, or some of them, to be tobacco and gum chewers, and if 
it be the custom of such passengers to put their heads past the 
lines of the car to expectorate, the railway should be held to know 
of such customs, and should either remove all obstructions from 
the side of the track a sufficient distance to avoid the probability 
of an accident, or prevent the passengers from projecting their 
heads over the side, or at least give. proper warning as to the 
danger.” The observations of the learned judge appear to favour 
a wide extension of the liability of railway companies, and it may 
be some time before they are fully accepted by a court of 
appeal. 


The Finance Bill. 

Many OF your readers, says a correspondent, will be surprised to 
learn that “ undeveloped land,” as defined in the Finance Bill, in- 
cludes agricultural land of which the site value exceeds £50 per 
acre, and all land used by private persons for personal enjoyment— 
that is to say, parks, pleasure grounds, gardens exceeding one acre 
in extent, racecourses, tennis courts, and playgrounds for children 
or adults. 


Effect of Death of Co-respondent 


on Damages. 


Ir is singular that in a division of the High Court it should be 
possible for the death of a defendant after a verdict for damages 
to debar the plaintiff from using the process of the court in which 
he has secured the verdict in order to obtain the fruits of it, but 
this was the result of the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Brydges v. Brydges (1909, P. 187), reversing the decision of 
BieHam, P. The suit was a husband’s suit for divorce in which 
one Woop was co-respondent. It was tried in March, 1908, and 
a verdict was given for the petitioner, with £1,500 damages 
against Woop. A decree nisi was made, and also an order that 
Woop should, within one month, lodge £1,500 in court, “he under- 
taking not to part with his property in the meanwhile except # 
realize the said sum.” This undertaking appears to be the first 
anomalous step in the proceedings. ‘I desire to add,” said 
FARWELL, L.J., “ that the undertaking, as entered in the order, 
is such as ought never to have been taken ; it prevented the eo 
respondent from parting with any of his property, even in pay- 
ment of any debt, preferential or otherwise, or for his daily bre 
Undertakings of this sort ought to be carefully framed and limited 
to some specific property.” In fact, the co-respondent evaded the 
order by committing suicide before the month was up, and hence 
arose the complications which resulted in the present decision. | 
Had there been an ordinary judgment for damages, this 
would have been enforceable by execution, and under R.S.C. 
42, r. 23, if that order applied to the Divorce Division, the dealt 
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cess. But the order against Woop did not take the form of an 
ordinary judgment, and the above rule does not apply to the 
Divorce Division. In default of this procedure, various attempts 
were made to make the order against Wvop effectual against 
his executor. The decree nist was made absolute in September, 
1908, and in November an order was made ex parte that the 
executor should pay the damages to the petitioner, he undertaking 
topay them into court, and the executor was restrained from dis- 
tributing the estate until the petitioner’s claim was satisfied. It 
was subsequently admitted that this order was irregular, and in 
February, 1909, the petitioner issued a summons against the 
executor to show cause why an order to a similar effect should 
not be made against him; and BiegHam, P., on the hearing 
of the summons, made an order accordingly—-namely, that the 
executor should, out of the testator’s assets, pay to the petitioner 
the amount of damages and taxed costs, on the petitioner under- 
taking to pay the same into court. 

But for the peculiarities of the procedure of the Divorce 
Division, this would have satisfactorily settled the matter. Subject 
to the possible ineffectiveness of a decree nisi, referred to later, 
the verdict given against the co-respondent established a liability 

inst him which was not terminated by his death, and the order 
directed how that liability was to be satisfied. But the particular 
mode of enforcing the liability which had been originally adopted 
depended on the position of the co-respondent as a party to the 
pening», and this mode was not available against his executor. 
nasmuch as the co-respondent was a party, it was possible to make 
an order on him for payment into court, but this is not the neces- 
sary form of the order, and it is possible that after its conse- 
quences have been thus revealed it will drop out of use. Under 
section 33 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. 
e, 85), which enables a husband to claim damages from the co- 
respondent, the court has power, after verdict, “to direct in what 
manner such damages shall be paid or applied,” and it can, there- 
fore, instead of directing payment into court, direct payment to 
the petitioner. This gives the order the effect of a judgment. 
Originally under section 52 of the Act of 1857 orders of the 
Divorce Court were enforceable in the same way as orders in 
Chancery, but that section has been repealed (Stat. Law Rev. 
Act, 1892), and orders of the Divorce Division for payment of 
money to any person are enforceable by fi. fa. in the usual way 
(Divorce Rules, r. 203). This is the course which, it seems, 
is usually adopted where the original order for payment of the 
damages into court is not complied with. A further order for 
payment to the petitioner is then made, though he is put 
upon terms to pay the damages, when recovered, into court. 
This is rendered necessary by the provision of section 33, that 
the court may direct that the whole or any part of the 
damages shall be settled for the benefit of the children of the 
marriage, or as a provision for the maintenance of the wife. 

Ifan order of the latter kind had been originally made against 
the co-respondent, or if before his death it had been substituted 
for the order for payment into court, it is possible that the diffi- 
culty would have been avoided ; though this is doubtful, since 
ord. 42, r. 6, does not apply to the Divoree Division, and there 
does not appear to be any express provision for enforcing a 
liability against the property of a deceased person. The course 
which BiGHAM, J., took was to substitute as against the executor 
an order for payment to the petitioner in the place of the order 
against the co-respondent for payment into court, which was no 
onger operative. But the Court of Appeal held that this course 
Was outside the statutory jurisdiction of the Divorce Division, and 
was not justified by any jurisdiction inherent in that Division. 

The court,” said FARWELL, L.J., “ has no jurisdiction, inherent 
or otherwise, over any person other than those properly brought 
before it as parties, or as persons treated as if they were parties 
under statutory jurisdiction (¢.g., persons served with notice of an 
administration decree or in the same interest with a defendant 
appointed to represent them), or persons coming in and submitting 
to the jurisdiction of their own free will. ... But the courts have 
no jurisdiction to make orders against persons not so before them 
merely because an order made, or to be made, will be ineffectual 
without it.” In ordinary actions in the High Court an executor 


can, if necessary, be made a party under the rules of court, but | 





as FARWELL, L.J., pointed out, these rules do not apply to the 
Divorce Division, and there is no provision in the Divorce Acts or 
rules enabling the executor of a co-respondent to be brought 
before the court. ; 

The Court of Appeal refrained from saying whether there was, 
after the death of the co-respondent, a subsisting liability which 
could be enforced against his estate. FARWELL, L.J., suggested 
that there might not be. “The action is a personal action, and 
the cause for action does not survive; unless, therefore, the 
decree nisi prevents it, the petitioner's right is gone.” But 
it is hardly possible that the decree nis: should not have 
the effect of fixing the liability. It is true that in Hyman 
v. Hyman (1904, P., p. 406) Jeun#, P., said that the decree 
absolute was the one final decree in the cause. But this dictum 
cannot be taken as depriving the decree nisi, and the order for 
payment of damages then made, of all effect if the decree 
absolute in fact dink. But however this may be, the result 
of the decision was to deprive the petitioner of any remedy in 
the Divorce Division, to send him to try his fortune else- 
where. ‘ Whatever remedy (if any),” said FARWELL, L.J., “a 
petitioner may bave against the estate of a deceased co-respondent, 
under the circumstances of this case, it is not to be obtained in 
the Divorce Division.” Thus the separation of the divisions 
perpetuates the multiplicity of suits which it w-s once the object 
of equity, and then of the Judicature Acts, to avoid. It is 
always unfortunate when the practice of the court leads to the 
incurring of needless costs, and a means of avoiding this should 
be found. Assuming that the petitioner was without remedy at 
all, the Court of Appeal should have bad the opportunity of 
telling him so. If he had a remedy, it should have been avail- 
able in the court where the liability was established, unless, indeed, 
this would have interfered with the claims of other creditors. 


The Duties Affecting Land under 
the Finance Bill, 1909. 


Il. 
Stamps on T'ransfers. 


52. The stamp duties chargeable under the pay Comore 
ance or Transfer on Sale of any Property ” in the First Schedule 
the Stamp Act, 1891 (in this Part of this Act referred toas the Princi- 
pal Act), shall be double those specified in that Schedule: Provided 
that this section shall not apply tothe conveyance or transfer of any 
stock or marketable security as defined by section one hundred 
twenty-two of that Act. 

We do not intend to discuss in this article the changes made by 
the Bill in the stamps on transfers of stocks or marketable 
securities. 

The effect of this provision is to impose an ad valorem stamp of 
ten shillings, instead of five shillings, on every fifty pounds, or 
part of fifty pounds, of the consideration, or, in other words, a 
stamp of 1 per cent. on the consideration. This duty is im- 
mars | on transfers on sale of both real and nal property. In 
considering the effect of this duty on land, it must be remembered 
that the Bill imposes an additional stamp duty, called increment 
value duty, on a conveyance on sale of Jand. We donot propose 
to discuss this duty in the present place; we shall only say that 
it is a duty at the rate of one pound for every five pounds, «.¢. 
20 per cent. on the amount by which the site value at the 
time of sale exceeds the original site value, except so far as that 
duty shall have been aeticyn | paid. The imposition of this 
duty will render it nece to have the stamp on every convey- 
ance of land adjudicated. Tt will be remembered that the adjudi- 
cation will not be made on the amount of the consideration stated 
in the conveyance, but it will be necessary for the vendor to prove 
to the satisfaction of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue what 
is the increment on the original site value—a question which may 

uire expert evidence, and therefore occasion nse, and also 
will cause delay. Those of our readers who have to pass an 
estate duty account, where the estate comprised land, can judge 
what the delay will be. We believe that passing such an account 
takes from a month to six weeks. : 

For upwards of eighty years politicians of every party have 
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made strenuous attempts to lessen delay and expense onthetransfer 
of land. Those of our readers who study the history of law will 
remember the efforts with which the names of Lord CAMPBELL, 
Lord St. Lzonarps, Lord CotrENHAM, Lord CRaNwortTH, Lord 
Westpury, and Lord Cairns are associated. The clause under 
consideration is most retrograde in the eyes of all law reformers. 
It not only imposes expense and causes delay, but it also introduces 
an element of uncertainty in the transfer of land. 

At the present day very few people study political economy, 
and while we admit that there may be some few cases where it 
is the interest of the State to do something that is economically 
incorrect, it must be remembered that the laws of economics have 
a most unpleasant habit of being true. The late JoHN STUART 
Miti—perhaps the greatest writer on economics since ADAM 
SmiTH—points out that taxes on the purchase and sale of land 
are open to the objection that they fall on a necessitous person in 
the very crisis of his necessities. He says that landed property 
in old countries is seldom parted with except from reduced cir- 
’ cumstances or some urgent need. He also condemns all taxes 
which throw obstacles in the way of the sale of land or other in- 
struments of production (see Political Economy, book v., ch. v., 
sec. 1). 


Stamps on Voluntary Settlements. 


The provisions of the Bill relating to Stamps on Voluntary 
Settlements are contained in section 53, which provides that : 


53.—(1) Any conveyance or transfer operating as a voluntary dis- 

ition inter vivos shall be chargeable with the like stamp duty as 

if it were a conveyance or transfer on sale, with the substitution in 

each case of the value of the property conveyed or transferred for the 
amount or value of theconsideration for the sale. 

(2) Notwithstanding anything in section twelve of the principal 
Act, the Commissioners may be required to express their opinion 
under that section on any conveyance or transfer operating asa 
voluntary disposition inter vives, and no such conveyance or transfer 
shall be deemed to be duly stamped unless the Commissioners have 
expressed their opinion thereon in accordance with that section. 

(3) Subsection (2) of .section fifteen of the principal Act, which 
enables certain instruments to be stamped after execution, shall 
apply to conveyances or transfers operating as voluntary dispositions 
inter vivos as if those conveyances or transfers were specified in the 
first column of the table in paragraph (d) of that subsection, and the 
grantor or transferor were specified in the second column of that table. 

(4) Where any instrument is chargeable with duty both as a con- 
veyance or transfer under this section and as a settlement under the 
heading “Settlement” in the First Schedule to the principal Act, 
the instrument shall be charged with duty as a conveyance or transfer 
under this section, but not as a settlement under the principal Act. 

(5) Any conveyance or transfer (not being a disposition made in 
favour of a purchaser or incumbrancer or other person in good faith 
and for valuable consideration) shall, for the purposes of this section, 
be deemed to be a conveyance or transfer operating as a voluntary 
disposition inter vivos, and (except where marriage is the considera- 
tion) the consideration fer any conveyance or transfer shall not for 
this purpose be deemed to be valuable consideration where the Com- 
missioners are of opinion that by reason of the inadequacy of the 
sum paid as consideration or other circumstances the conveyance or 
transfer has been made with a view of conferring a substantial benefit 
on the person to whom the property is conveyed or transferred. 

(6) A conveyance or transfer made for effectuating the appointment 
of @ new trustee or the retirement of a trustee, or under which no 
beneficial interest in the property conveyed or transferred, 
shall not be charged with duty under this section. 


Under the existing law, no ad valorem stamp is charged on a 
settlement of land, but an ad valorem stamp of 5s. for every £100, 
and also for every fractional part of £100, of the amount or value 
of property settled, or agreed to be settled, is charged on a settle- 
ment of personalty, whether voluntary or for value. This 
ad valorem duty is charged on any interest, whether liable to 
be divested and whether contingent or not ; the result being that, 
where the property is reversionary, this duty is charged at a 
much higher rate than 5s. per cent., as it is charged, not on 
the present value of the reversion, but on its vdlue estimated 
as in possession. An example will render this more clear. A 
father, on the marriage of a daughter, settles £5,000, which he 
pays down, and £5,000 to be paid on the death of the 
survivor of himself and his wife; duty at the rate of 5s. per 
cent. is payable on both sums of £5,000, although the present 
value of the latter sum, assuming that the father’s age is fifty and 
that the age of his wife is thirty, is about £2,600, so that, the 
ad valorem stamp on the reversionary sum of £5,000 is 








approximately 10s. per cent. Now, suppose that the Finance 
Bill is passed, and that the settlement was voluntary, the duty 
will be 10s. per cént., and the duty on the reversionary 
interest will be approximately £1 per cent. 

It will be observed that clause 53 (1) imposes a duty of 
10s. per cent. on the value of all property, whether real @ 
personal, included in a voluntary settlement. Those who hold 
the view that real and personal property should be treated alike 
for the purposes of taxation, cannot object to the duty being 
imposed on realty if it is imposed on personalty. 

Where a settlement is e of personalty, not including lease- 
holds or moveable chattels, there is rarely any difficulty in deter. 
mining the value for the purpose of the ad valorem stamp. The 
value of securities quoted on the Stock Exchange will be found 
in the lists, or can be ascertained from a broker; the value, 
for the purposes of the stamp of a mortgage, or of money 
secured by a covenant, is its face value. Where, however, the 
settlement includes land, whether held in fee or for a term of 
years, or moveable chattels or securities not quoted on the Stock 
co a it will be necessary to have a proper valuation 
made. 

Whether the amount of the ad valorem stamp can be ascertained 
without a formal valuation or not, a voluntary settlement is not to 
be deemed to be duly stamped unless it has been adjudicated. 


A voluntary settlement is one that is not made for valuable con- 
sideration, which may consist of marriage, money, doing anything 
which is troubiesome to oneself or beneficial to some other person, 
It follows that ordinary marriage settlements and purchase 
deeds are not “ voluntary settlements ” within the meaning of the 
Bill. 

There is much difficulty in understanding sub-clause 5. The 
first part of the sub-clause appears to include a marriage settle- 
ment in voluntary assurances, but this can hardiy be what is 
meant, as the latter part, dealing with inadequacy of considera- 
tion, expressly excepts the case where marriage is the consideration, 
We shall assume for the present purpose that settlements on 
marriage are not to be considered as voluntary dispositions for 
the purposes of the Bill. There are some settlements, not made 
in consideration of marriage, which are not voluntary, such as a 
family settlement between a father and son, or a settlement 
made in consideration of a person paying the debts of the settlor, 
or consenting to borrow money for his accommodation, or a 
settlement made by two persons for the benefit of a third ; but 
in all these cases the effect of sub-clause 5 appears to be that the 
settlement will be a voluntary disposition within the meaning of 
the Bill, and therefore liable to ad valorem duty on the full value 
of the property conveyed, without any allowance being made for 
the consideration which actually passes, in all cases where the 
Commiesioners are of opinion that the conveyance was made for 
the purpose of conferring a substantial benefit on the person to 
whom the conveyance was made. 

There are a few cases which require special consideration; 

First, the exercise of a special power, contained in a settlementol 
either realty or personalty, is not a voluntary disposition within 
the meaning of the Bill. 

Secondly, a disentailing assurance, whether made with or 
without the consent of the protector, is not a voluntary disposi- 
tion within the meaning of the Bill, as it merely enlarges the 
estate of the tenant in tail into an estate in fee simple, 
and even if it limits the land to such uses as thé 
protector and the tenant in tail shall jointly appoint, 
it only operates as a convenient method of enabling them to 
make a conveyance that they could have made by the disentail- 
ing assurance itself. Where, however, the disentailing assurance 
contains fresh provisions, as, for example, where it increases the 
jointure of the husband’s wife, or where a re-settlement by virtue 
of the power of appointment is made by the father and son on any 
occasion except marriage, the assurance or settlement appears 
be a voluntary disposition within the meaning of the Bill, and, 
subject to the opinion of the Commissioners under sub-clause 5, 
to require the same stamp as if it were a conveyance on sale, 
Probably this result is not intended. If our view is correct, duty 
on the ful} value of the property will have to be paid on evety 
occasion where the Commissioners are of opinion that the consider 
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ation is inadequate. It would be better to provide that in such a 
case duty should only be paid on the difference between the value 
of the property and the amount that the Commissioners admit 
to be the consideration. H. W, E. 








Reviews. 
Mortgages. 


A Stupy or THE Law or Morteaces. By Cuarzes H.S. StePHEN- 
; son, Solicitor. Effingham Wilson. 


The current text-books on the law of mortgages attain to somewhat 
formidable dimensions, and a fresh examination of the principles of 
the law, such as is afforded by the present work, will be serviceable 
for students, and, on occasion, for the practitioner. The opening 
chapter deals with the nature of a mortgage—a matter which has 
been fairly well settled since the equity of redemption was recognized 
about the time of the first James—and it gives a specimen of a form 
of mortgage deed. But it is in the old non-paragraphed form, which 
ought to be obsolete by this time, and moreover it is a little out of 
date to explain the introductory recital of seisin in fee by a reference 
to Bolton v. London School Board (7 Ch. D. 766). Since Re Wallis 
and Grout (1906, 2 Ch. 206), that case, always doubtful, has not ranked 
asan authority. The successive chapters take up the various inci- 
dents of a mortgage, and Chapter III. on “Once a Mortgage 
always-a Mortgage” contains a useful summary of the modern 
applications of this doctrine in Biggs v. Hoddinott (1898, 2 Ch. 307), 
and other recent cases which have determined how far collateral 
advantages can be claimed by the mortgagee. In Chapter X., on 
Consolidation of Mortgages, examples are given of the various 
casesin which the right to consolidate can and cannot be exercised ; 
but while the particular cases have been worked out elaborately and 
carefully, it would assist the reader to have a preliminary statement 
as to the principles on which they are founded. The judgment of 
Lord Davey in Pisies v. White (1896, A. C. 187), to which reference is 
duly made, affords the materials forthis. Moreover, a reference to 
the very common case of the right to consolidate as against a trustee 
in bankruptcy would have been useful : see the same judgment, and 
Selby.v. Pomfret (3 D. F. & J. 595), where the right was recognized. 
But having regard to its size, the hook justifies its title, and is a use- 
ful and well-prepared study of the law of mortgages. 


Books of the Week. 


The English Reports : Vol. XCV.: King’s Bench Division XXIV. 
containing Cases Temp. Hardwicke; Andrews; Wilson K. B. 
Vols. 1, 2 and 3, William Green& Sons, Edinburgh; Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). é 











Correspondence. 


Fees of Counsel Defending Poor Prisoners in the 
United States. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—My attention has been called to your editorial note in your 
issue of the 29th of May, 1909, entitled “ Fees of Counsel Defending 
Poor Prisoners in the United States” I think you would like to 
know, and J should be glad to have you know, that the chief state- 
ment contained in this article is incorrect. It is true that I was 
assigned to defend the prisoner in the case to which you refer, and 


" that I tried the case on her behalf ; but no fee whatever was, or will 


be, or under the law can be, paid for the services thus rendered. 
Our law provides fur the payment of counsel assigned to defend poor 
prisoners only in capital cases. My services in this case, like these 
of hundreds of other counsel in similar instan were entirely 
gratuitous. The occasional defence of such cases, without compensa- 
tion, is a regular part of the duty of members of our bar. 
Joserx H. Croats, jun. 
60, Wall-street, New York, June 8. 


[See observations under head of “Current Topics.”--Ep. S.J.] 


The Demand for More Judges. 


[70 the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—I think there can be but one answer to the question pro- 
pounded by “ A City Solicitor.” There can hardly be any question 
that the appointment of more judges is the only way out of the 
¢mpasse in which the business of the King’s Bench courts is fixed. 
And I do not agree with your correspondent when he suggests that 
the salaries of the judges should be reduced and the legal vacations 
docked. Surely this is a case where the labourer is worthy of his 














hire. But I venture to ays fe trepidation and humility, that ~ 
t 


it would detract nothing from the dignity and efficiency of the bench if 
there existed a sort of convention that those members of the judiciary 
who happened to find their names used as those of directors or 
remunerated trustees of public companies should sever these 
connections. . 


June 14. 





Country Conveyancing Costs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 


Sir,—-Conveyancing costs in the country seem to have arrived at 
a waning point. Can nothing be done to stop the system of under- 
cutting 

Clients seem to make it a practice to call on, say, half-a-dozen 
solicitors and ask for a quotation for the costs of a conveyance, and 
then instruct the lowest in price. I have always refused to quote a 
charge beforehand, considering such a course most unprofessional. 
As a result, I can see my work leaving me. Surely it is time a stop 
was put to this practice, 

If the Law Society would see that solicitors conducted their busi- 
ness in a proper way in the above-mentioned respect, the society 
would do a t amount of good. : 

Is it not time to found a trade union and insist on fair play for 
fair work ? Country Soxicrror. 

[See observations under head of “ Current Topics.”—Eb. S.J.] 





The Taxation of Costs in Lunacy. 

[To the Editur of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—Adverting to my letters which appeared in the Soricrrors’ 
JouRNAL of the 4th of April and the 4th of July, 1908, on this 
subject, I venture again to trespass on your kindness by asking you 
to insert in the next issue of your invaluable paper this letter on the 
same subject, so as to be of service to the solicitors’ branch of the 
legal profession having lunacy costs which they are anxious to get 
taxed before the commencement of the Long Vacation, now so near 
at hand, there being only forty-four working days, of which eight 
are Saturdays, to the end of July, when the Taxing Department of 
the Lunacy Office will be closed until the next Michaelmas yom 
for any but exceptionally urgent cases. I believe the office is already 
so blocked with arrears of work that, unless effect be given to the 
course I advocated in my letters referred to above, a vast number of 
taxations will inevitably be thrown over till the next Michaelmas 
sittings, and many perhaps not certified till the end of the year, to 
the great inconvenience of the solicitors’ branch of the profession 
and their clients, which inconvenience it is the object of this letter 
to avert. : y 

In the event of the course advocated by me as aforesaid not being 
adopted in time to relieve the pressure, I would respectfully urge 
that the following course should be adopted at once, and continued 
till the end of the present Trimity Sittings, viz. :— 

Mr. Corley, whom I designate “The Taxing Officer,” should tax 
and certify all bills of costs in lunacy matters, such taxations being 
subject, as at present, to the ruling of the masters on all objections 
carried in to the taxing officer’s taxations, and on all questions where 
the masters’ own discretionary powers have to be invoked and exef= 
cised. In my former letters I have explained that the lunacy 
masters are fully engaged in hearing and deciding cases in lunacy, 
and, consequently, have no time to devote, exclusively, to taxing bills 
of costs, as the Chancery taxing-masters have. 3 

All the vouching of bills of costs and drafting of certificates of the 
results of taxation should be done by the assistant clerk, who should 
sit by himself so as to avoid interruptions, and work all day uninter- 
ruptedly on his part of the business ; and he should get the certificates 
signed by the taxing officer and afterwards sealed by the masters and 
filed ; and, last of all, an efficient temporary clerk should be e: 
to take in all orders to tax and all bills of costs, and papers, re: 
to the taxing officer for taxation, answer all questions, give all 
necessary notices and check the castings of all bills left for certificates. 
Without the assistance of this temporary clerk, the taxing officer 
(who virtually acts as master but without having all the masters’ 
discretionary powers) cannot possibly get through the work of taxa- 
tions within a reasonable time; and as a ee oe could 
easily be obtained from one of the Departments of the Central Office, 
until the course I advocated in my letters of last year, referred to 
above, or some better course for the taxation of costs in lunacy, 
is adopted, I sincerely hope one may be found, and set to work at 
once, so that as ae von = = le may be completed before the 
commencement of the Long Vacation. 

It is for solicitors prejudicially affected by the ie! to wake up and 
see that this is done ; the cost of it will come out of the lunacy per- 
centage, charged on the income of the estates of lunatics, not out of 


' the pockets of the people. James RaWLInson, 


Upper Holloway, N., June 10, 
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“CASES OF THE WEEK. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


; Re WHITFIELD’S BEDSTEADS (LIM.) TRADE-MARK. Eve, J. 
9th June. 


TrapE MarK—REGIsTRATION—“‘ DistincTIVE Mark ’’—NAME OF WELL 
KNOWN Puysician—TrapE-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), s. 9, 
SUB-SECTION 5. 


From the year 1881 the applicants, who were manufacturers, used, 
with his consent, the name of a well-known physician as a trade-mark 
for a class of bedsteads which they made and sold, they paying to the 
physician a royalty on every bedstead sold down to his death in 1899, 
and afterwards to his widow. The name was only used in connection 
with these particular bedsteads, and no others. 


Held, that the name was a “‘ distinctive mark ”’ within the meaning 
of section 9 (5) of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, and ought to be registered. 


This was a motion for an order directing the Registrar of Trade 
Marks .to proceed with the registration. The application was for 
registration of a trade mark in Class 41 by Whitfield’s Bedsteads 
(Limited), who were manufacturers carrying on business in Birming- 
ham, and the application was for registration of the words ‘‘ Lawson 
Tait’ in connection with bedsteads under the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, 
section 9, sub-section 5. In 1881 Mr. Lawson Tait, the well-known 
physician, authorized the predecessors of the applicants to use his 
name as a trade mark in connection with their bedsteads. The appli- 
cants had since used the name as a trade mark, and, as they alleged, it 
had become identified with their goods to such an extent that it had 
become a distinctive mark of their bedsteads, not only in the United 
Kingdom, but abroad. By an agreement of the 29th of September, 1898, 
the applicants agreed to pay to Mr. Lawson Tait a royalty of twopence 
on every ‘‘ Lawson Tait "’ bedstead sold by them, and such royalty was 
aq down to the time of his death in 1899, and afterwards to his widow. 

he name was applied by the applicants to a pattern or class of bed- 
stead which was in three parts, the whole of the centre part as distinct 
from the head and foot being in one part. There was evidence that 
ene name had always been applied to the pattern bedsteads, and to no 
others. 

Eve, J.—This is an application to register a trade mark in Class 41. 
The business of the applicants was established at Birmingham in 1849. 
The mark sought to be registered is the name of a well-known physician, 
and the applicants claim that it is a distinctive mark under section 9, 
sub-section 5, of the Act of 1905, and they ask for an order of the court 
directing the registrar to proceed with the registration. Now, I think 
that if the application had been to register this name as a new mark, it 
would not have succeeded, because @ priori it has no connection 
with the goods in question. On the evidence the facts seem to be as 
follows :—-Prior to 1881 bedsteads were made in many parts, but about 
that year the applicants began to make them in three parts only—the 
head, foot, and rectangular centre. In the same year they brought 
the bedstead to the notice of Mr. Lawson Tait, who was struck with 
the form of construction as peculiarly suitable for hospitals, and there- 
upon the ‘applicants, or their predecessors, suggested to Mr. Lawson 
Tait to allow his name to be used in connection with the bedsteads. 
He gave his consent, and from that time the bedsteads became known 
as the “ Lawson Tait ’’ bedsteads. Subsequently, Mr. Lawson Tait 
suggested that he should be paid a small royalty, and accordingly on the 
29th of September, 1898, an agreement was entered into, under which 
twopence a bedstead was to be paid to Mr. Lawson Tait, his executors 
and administrators. Pursuant to that agreement the applicants paid the 
royalty down to the time of Mr. Tait’s death in 1899, and afterwards 
to his widow. On the evidence, as it now stands, it is quite clear that 
the name was only used in connection with the pattern bedstead 
approved by Mr. Tait, and referred to in the agreement. Now, it is 
said on behalf of the registrar that there are three objections to the 
registration. of this name. First, it is said that if the name of a well- 
known physician is registered as a trade mark, it may lead people to 
suppose that the goods in question have his personal approbation, and 
might be applied to articles of which he had no personal knowledge, and 
in that way it might lead to mistake, and possibly fraud. To that 
argument I should be bound to accede were it not for the evidence in 
this case that the use of the name has been confined to the pattern 
approved by Mr. Lawson Tait, and mentioned in the agreement. 
Secondly, it is said that the court must not treat the name as a dis- 
tinctive mark merely because for a time it has been exclusively used 
for certain goods. That is a sound argument, but it must not for- 
gotten that some ten years have elapsed since the death of Mr. Tait, and 
that the name has not been used for a similar design of bedstead made 
by others than the applicants. Thirdly, it is said that the bedstead in 
question is not a patented article, and not one which the applicants 
can aloné manufacture, but is open to the whole world to make, and 
has, in fact, been made by others since 1881. I do not think that is the 
true inference to be drawn from the evidence. The bedstead is easily 
portable and easily put together, and that would not be so unless the 
pee were made to fit with accuracy. I conclude, therefore, that Mr. 

wson Tait approved of the good workmanship, as well as the pattern, 
and regarded the applicants as persons to be relied upon. I think, 
therefore, the applicants are entitled to say that the name has become 
a distinctive mark, and I direct the registrar to proceed with the 








a ag kg Sebastian; Sargant. Souicrrors, Beale & Co.; 
Solicitor to Board of Trade. 


[Reported by 8S. E. Writzams, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re T. & C., Solicitors. Warrington, J. llth June. 


SoLicrroR—T axaTION—SPECIAL 
tors’ REMUNERATION Act, 1881, s. 8 (1), (4). 


On @ common order to tax a solicitor’s bills of costs the taxing’ 


master has jurisdiction to include in such taxation an item in an account 
headed ‘‘Cash Account,” representing work done under a special 
agieement. 

This was a summons dated the 5th of May, 1909, and asking that 
the objections of the applicant, dated the 23rd of February, 1909, to the 
taxation of costs in this matter under the order dated the 7th of 
January, 1909, might be allowed, and that it might be referred back 
to the taxing master to vary his certificate accordingly, and that the 
above-named T. & C. might be ordered to pay to the applicant 
her costs of this application and consequent thereof. The facts and the 
arguments in support of the application are sufficiently set out in the 
judgment of 

Warrincton, J.—This is a summons for review of taxation under a 
common order to tax, made on the petition of the solicitor. The 
question is whether the taxing master was right in including a sum of 
£714 due under a special agreement. The law is contained in the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, s. 8 (1), (4); and in this case 
the agreement was relied on; it was objected to; it was inquired into; 
and the master’s certificate finds that it was not unfair or unreasonable. 
The client says that this item was outside the scope of the order and 
the jurisdiction of the master. Now the facts are these : The client, 
Miss A., employed these solicitors, and, having business in Canada, 
she asked Mr. T. to go to Canada and attend to it there, and she agreed 
on the 17th of September, 1907, to pay his disbursements and £42 a 
week as well. He went to Canada and was there for ten months, 
but the period in question is one of seventeen weeks. On the 
16th of July he handed to Miss A. a letter setting forth at the 
foot that £714 was due to him under the agreement for the period 
from the 10th of March to the 8th of July, 1908. On the 29th of 
July she answered in effect that the figures were correct, and she paid 
him £500 on account. On the 5th of October and the 2nd of December, 
1908, the solicitors delivered three bills of costs and what was called 
a cash account, and these four décuments were accompanied by a 
signed letter, and so were ‘“‘signed”’ under the Act. The fourth 
document is called a cash account, and so far as the credit side wes 


concerned—£502 2s. received—such it really was; but on 
the other side were items partly of cash and partly of 
costs. Among these was this item: ‘‘ Balance due from 


Miss A. for fees to this date as agreed, £714."" Mr. T. presented a 
petition for taxation of costs, alleging that on the 5th of ‘October and 
the 2nd of December he and his partner caused bills of their charges 
accompanied by letters, subscribed in their own proper handwriting, to 
be delivered to the client. The order of course was made, and re- 
peats the allegation. It contains the reference to tax, directions to 
produce, directions that the petitioners give credit for sums received 
and be at liberty to charge sums expended. Now, in my opinion, the 
taxing master had jurisdiction under this order to tax and consider this 
item of £714—or rather, the solicitor under this order was entitled to 
rely on the agreement, and the matter arose under the taxation. Counsel 
has argued that only three of the documents were bills of costs; that 
the petition distinguished the two kinds of documents, and the order 
was made to tax the bills. In my opinion, the bills delivered and re- 
ferred to in the petition and the order include the cash account so far 
as it was a bill of costs. The client objected, and the master was 
entitled to go into the question. The client objected to the £714, (1) 
because no bill was delivered for it—but that is ill-founded ; (2) that 
the said item is not one of costs—but that falls with the first objection ; 
(3) that the case is covered by section 15 of the Solicitors Act, 1870— 
but that Act is now immaterial; (4) that the charges are unfair and 
unreasonable. The solicitor was examined and cross-examined on the 
22nd of March, after the objections had been delivered. On the 3rd 
of May the master answered the objections. He was satisfied that 
the account was delivered on the 16th of July, and agreed on the same 
day. He considered the agreement a fair and reasonable one. He said 
that he had considered the cash account, and he reported on it. He did 
not put the case quite accurately as regards the £714; he put it as if it 
arose on the cash account. Unfortunately, the same mistake runs 
through his whole certificate, though in substance it is correct. In 
substance he did treat the item of £714 as appearing in the bills. The 
master had jurisdiction. The question arose under an order to tax. I 
must dismiss the summons with costs. 

The judge gave directions to alter the form of the certificate accord- 
ingly, and he granted leave to appeal.—CounsezL, for the ae 
Terrell, K.C., and Le Riche; for the respondents, Cave, K.C. and 
Lambert. Soxicrrors for the applicant, Hubbard & Shepard. 

[Reported by H. F. CHETTLE, Barrister-at-Law.)} 








On Tuesday Charles Richard Stevens, solicitor, was found guilty of -: 


obtaining money by false pretences on mortgages upon an estate at 
Addlestone, jn Surrey, “a he was sentenced to four years’ pe 
servitude, 
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Societies. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 
ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL. 


The forty-ninth Anniversary Festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association was held on Tuesday, in the Whitehall Rooms, Hotel Metro- 
pole, Mr. J..S. Beate (President of the Law Society) taking the chair. 
Among the guests were :—The Master of the Rolls, Sir C. St. Loe Malet, 
Bart, Sir Homewood Crawford, Mr. Robert Younger, K.C., Mr. W. 
Temple Franks, Mr. R. Ellis Cunliffe, Mr. A. G. Hooper, M.P., Mr. 
Walter Barrow (President of the Birmingham Law Society), Mr. Sam 
Bircham, Mr. G. Sturt, Mr. A. Wightman, J.P., Mr. Thos. Rawle, 
Mr. Walter Dowson (Chairman of the Board of Management), Mr. J. 
Field Beale, Mr. A. E. Maxfield (President of the Sheffield Law 
Society), Mr. Alfred Davenport, Mr. W. F. Verrall (President of the 
Sussex Law Society), Mr. C. G. May, Mr. Halsey Janson, Mr. R. C. 
Nesbitt, Mr. L. C. Barry, Mr. T. Rothwell Haslam, Mr. E. L. Burgin, 
Mr. C. L. Smiles, Mr. J. R. Yates, Mr. G. E. 8S. Davies, Mr. E. M. 
Hollins, Mr. C. de J. Andrewes, Mr. H. L. Thornhill, Mr. R. A. 
Pinsent, Mr. W. E. Gillett, Mr. W. Trower, Mr. S. P. B. Bucknill 
(Secretary of the Law Society), Mr. E. H. Bailey, Mr. H. de H. 
Whatton, Mr. C. Goddard, Mr. R. S. Taylor, Mr. H. K. Beale, Mr. 
H. A. Sanders, Mr. Alderman Barrow (President of the North Lons- 
dale Law Society), Mr. J. W. Reid, Mr. Walter Bell, Mr. A. Tibbits, 
Mr. H. J. Johnson, Mr. W. H. Gray, Mr. H. G. Lousada, Mr. Ellis 
W. Talbot, Mr. H. P. Talbot, Mr. H. R. Lewis, Mr. B. E. Johnson, 
Mr. A. C. Kent, Mr. H. Sutton, Mr. John Baker, Mr. L. Smeathman, 
Mr. R. H. Purves, Mr. F. L. Sutton, Mr. J. Hewitt, Mr. F. R. M. 
Phillips, Mr. F. Mayson (President of the Durham and North Yorks 
Law Society), the Rev. W. C. Cuff, Mr. A. Keen, Mr. G. B. Fordati, 
Mr. Thomas Meares, and Mr. J. T. Scott (secretary). 

The loyal toasts having been given from the chair and duly honoured, 
Mr. J. ADDISON proposed the toast ‘‘ The Bench and the Bar.” He said 
that it was very fitting that the toast should be proposed by a solicitor. 
As a member of the profession the solicitor had a knowledge of the 
members of the Bench and Bar which the layman could not have, and 
yet to a certain extent he could regard their performance of their 
duties from an impersonal point of view. His acquaintance with those 
who as members of the Bar and the Bench had taken part in the 
administration of justice in the past times and in the present was a 
very long one. It would be seen that he had mentioned first the 
members of the Bar, because his acquaintance, as indeed all their 
acquaintance, with them had generally begun with the barrister when 
he was a stuff gownsman. It had continued when he was called within 
the Bar, and, in his own case, and that of others no doubt, most 
happily that acquaintance had not ended when he had reached the 
distinguished position of the Bench. He had had a long and a wide ex- 
perience of litigation for over fifty years, and his verdict unhesitatingly 
was one of full appreciation and of praise of the members of the Bar 
and the high standard of honour which they had attained and kept, 
and of the devotion which they gave to the duties they had to perform. 
Of course, men varied, temperaments varied, but speaking of the body 
of the Bar as a whole, they justly merited the very highest recognition 
and thanks. With regard to the Bench, they were drawn from the 
members of the Bar, and they carried on, when on the Bench, the same 
high characteristics and the same high standard of honour which they 
had maintained when at the Bar. It was sometimes said that the 
standard of honour required by the law was altogether too high for 
ordinary humanity. He thought that the members of the Bar and the 
Bench approached as highly to that standard set by the law as it was 
possible to do. And although that might almost seem excessive eulogy, 
he thought those present would appreciate that it was the 
truth when they recollected that the whole of their lives was devoted 
to the maintenance of truth and of justice, and the rights of their 
fellows ; and it was not therefore surprising that the essential principles 
of truth and of justice and honour should be deeply implanted in their 
hearts. It was almost a platitude in these days to speak of the 
respect with which the administration of justice in this country was 
regarded abroad. In this country happily we did not know what was 

¢ state of a community in which law and order and justice were 
not maintained. We only indirectly knew how all interests must 
suffer where the absolute impartiality of the Bench and the fearless 
advocacy of the rights of the suitors were not part of the system which 
the community enjoyed. He was glad to be able to couple with the 
toast the name of one who in his position as the Master of the Rolls 
performed work for, and in connection with, the solicitor branch of the 
profession to the satisfaction of them all. 

The Master or THE Rotts, in responding for the Bench, said that Mr. 
Addison had touched a note which was perfectly true when he said 
that there was a certain propriety in the toast being proposed by a 
solicitor to a athering of solicitors. To the man in the street all 
judges were alike, subject only to this, that the red judge was much 

tter than anybody else, but all judges were learned, all judges were 
rv all judges were courteous—he was afraid those present knew 
better, they knew very well that some of them were by no means 
jurists, some of them, he was afraid, had very bad tempers, some of 

m were very slow, some of them were very talkative, and he might 
fo on to indicate a great number of faults. They were not all to be 
ound in one individual, but there were some in one and some in 
rome and notwithstanding that those present were so familiar with 

defects they, like the man in the street, recognised, if he might 





use such a phrase, that it was one of their national assets that bed 
had a Bench which attracted and retained the confidence of the whole 
community. He thought that with all their defects he was justified 
in saying that there was not one of them who to the best of his ability 
did not fulfil the terms of the oath which he took when he was made 
a judge. ‘‘I will do justice to all manner of people without fear or 
favour, affection, or ‘L-will, according to the laws and usages of this 
land.’’ That, he did from his heart believe, accurately expressed not 
merely the intention, but the practice of all the judges on the Bench, 
and the solicitors must not be—he knew by happy experience that they 
were not—too exacting in what they expec from an individual 
judge. No man could be expected to do more in whatever sphere he 
might be called upon to exercise his powers than to carry out to the 
utmost of his ability the terms of the oath which he had repeated. 
He had had a good eal to do with the council of the Law Society, and 
his relations with them had always been of the pleasantest and most 
satisfactory nature. It was pleasant to think that there was no lack 
of entries into the profession. One heard that there was a great 
dearth of officers in the army, men were not coming forward; but, if 
he could judge from the number of certificates he had to sign, the 
ranks of the solicitors were not likely to fail from want of applicants, 
and he hoped and believed that the solicitors would be able to maintain 
in the future the high standard of conduct which had been rightly 
attributed to the Bench and the Bar and which certainly was not 
limited to the Bench and the Bar, but applied to the other branch of 
the profession also. 

Mr. Rost. Youncer, K.C., responded on behalf of the Bar. He said 
the members of the Bar were fortunate in that the toast was proposed 
by a solicitor who knew something about them, because if there was 
any one thing which distinguished the Bench from the Bar, it was that 
whereas there was probably no institution which so received the respect 
and admiration of the whole community as the Bench, there was no 
profession which was so open to suspicion as the legal profession, and 
not the least the Bar as part of it. Therefore, he was thankful that 
those who knew them best were ready to admit that they were main- 
taining the great traditions of a great profession. 

The CHAIRMAN proposed the toast of the evening, ‘‘ The Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association and may prosperity continue to attend it.’’ He 
said that before proceeding to the strict business part of the toast he , 
thought they would like to concur with him in offering a few words of 
welcome to the guests because there was not any formal toast concerning 
them. To the Master of the Rolls they habitually looked as the member 
of the Bench who was the special guardian angel of solicitors. If 
one wished to translate oneself from the solicitor’s profession to that 
of the Bar, it was the Master of the Rolls to whom one must apply 
for his fiat. If a man was about to become an articled clerk and he 
wished to avoid passing the preliminary examination, it was to the 
Master of the Rolls he must apply for the necessary permission. He 
was thankful to say that the Master of the Rolls concurred with those 
members of the Council who were charged with the supervision of that 
duty, who did not think it essential than an uneducated man should be 
translated from a managing clerk to a solicitor simply in order that 
he might obtain a higher salary. They were also grateful to the Master 
of the Rolls for shewing his sympathy not only with the profession 
but with the main charity of the profession. Mr. Younger represented 
the Bar, and they knew they had the sympathy of the Bar in all works 
of this character. The barristers had their own society of a similar 
character, and their presence was welcome. Mr. Temple Franks was 
to some extent a representative of the progress of the law as represent- 
ing a new jurisdiction, one which required great strain, care, and 
character in its exercise. He hoped he would succeed beyond all others 
in pleasing everybody. Coming to the toast, he said they knew the 
circumstances of the association. It started fifty years ago with small 
beginnings, and had shewn from that time a continuous record of 
progress. It was for the present members of the profession to show 
that that record should not cease to be one of continuous progress. 
The number of members was very small when it started, and they now 
exceeded 4,000; and in talking about 4,000 it should be borne in mind 
that that number was only 25 per cent. of the number of certificated 
solicitors. The grants in relief which the association had been able 
to make amounted last year to nearly £7,000, which was the highest 
in the history of the society. This was good, but it ought to be better. 
And in considering what that meant, had any of those present ever 
tried to distribute £7,000 among deserving applicants for charity? 
It meant an enormous amount of work on the part of those who 
investigated the cases and carried out its administration, and he 
thought that not the least of their thanks, not the least subject of 
thankfulness, was that the society had for its directors on the London 
and country boards those who were willing to give time and trouble 
necessary for the proper distribution of this large sum of money. He 
was sure that any one who occupied the chair on such an occasion as 
the present would be wrong if he did not ask them to tender to the 
directors of the association their most hearty thanks for the care and 
skill with which the charity was administered. There were nearly 
16,000 solicitors on the roll, and there were only 4,000 members of the 
association. Where was the balance? Out of the 16,000 he was afraid 
there was not a very large proportion who would be subject to the 
demands of their right honourable professional brother, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, for the super tax which he had thought it right to 
ask Parliament to impose upon the wealthy men of the country. A 
considerable number of the 16,000 were successful and were doing good 
work in London and throughout the country. A still larger proportion 
were working hard and honestly day by day and doing little more 
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“than. making both ends meet. The best’ statistics—he could not say 
they were absolutely to be relied upon—but the best investigation he 
had known in his professional experience gave the average earning 
wer of the solicitor throughout the country at a very much, lower 
gure than Lincoln’s Inn would recognise. And then it must’ be 
recollected that solicitors had been living through a period. of: legal 
reform in procedure and in conveyancing, and in various branches, all 
of which had been very much to the advantage of their clients and of 
the community, but it“had not been to the advantage of the. solicitors 
in the small country towns, who could not replace the diminished 
charge in individual cases with an enlarged aggregate. The advantage 
to the client had prevailed over that of the solicitor; and there was no 
doubt that in small practices the fair legitimate incomes of solicitors 
had diminished and not increased during the past. years. That brought 
them to this that it was one of many causes why there were many 
applicants for the support of this charity. Not only was this the case, 
but ‘there*must be failures-in every profession: There must be soriie 
cases of early death. There must be cases of mental and physical 
breakdown: And in these cases he would ask them to bear in mind that 
the-Bociety offered to the suffering just that relief from despair and 
destitution which made all the difference to their lives. Unfortunately, 
or fortunately—he did not know which, but perhaps for this purpose 
unfortunately—solicitors had not a trades union able to levy a demand 
upon all the members or make it hot for them if they did not pay. 
They were dependent upon voluntary progress. Voluntary progress 
must necessarily be slow. He felt strongly, and he was only repeating 
that which his predecessors in the chair had said time and again, that 
the support rendered to the agsociation was not sufficient to reflect 
credit on the profession as a whole. That was a very easy proposition 
to state. But when one came to the question of how progress was to 
be made, difficulties began to present themselves. In that room they 
were all converted to progress; they all recognised the necersity of and 
were anxious to make that progress, but how were they to reach those 
numerous gentlemen who were indifferent to the duty of supporting 
the association? He confessed that he could not ask them to look 
hopefully to the idea that ariy circular would move them. He had 
ventured to issue a circular to non-gubscribers. The response to it had 
been very gratifying from those who had responded, and he was very 
deeply indebted to them; but ‘he could not say the proportion who did 
so was remarkably large, and therefore he did not think that any effort 
of that kind could be safely looked to. It must be to personal 
effort they must look if they were to get fresh members, and he was 
sure the directors would be very grateful if by this time next year 
each member would bring two or three recruits into the subscribers’ 
list. If they were proud 6f their profession, and he thought, looking 
round these tables, they might say that they had reason to be proud 
of it, surely they ought to place professional charity high among their 
duties. If, moreover, they recognised that the support of this parti- 
cular charity must come from within, that they had no claim upon 
others without the profession, and if moreover they bore in mind those 
cases, very sad and within the experience of all of them, of solicitors, 
breadwinners, cut off by early death or, almost worse, broken down 
very frequently from overwork—if they recognised what the assistance 
given by the society meant to those who were in need, he was sure that 
no appeal from him was necessary to induce them to do their best to 
enable the society to extend its means and its area of usefulness. 

Mr. J. T. Scorr (secretary) announced subscriptions and donations 
to theamountof £1,400, amongst which were the following :—The 
chairman £250, Messrs. Beale and Company £105, Sir Geo. Lewis 
£105, Mr. J. P. Beale £52 10s., Sir Jno. Hollams £52 10s., Sir Chas. 
Burt £50, Sir Frank Crispe £50, Mr. Arthur Wightman, J.P. 
(Sheffield), £21, Mr. Walter Dowson (chairman of the board of 
directors) £21. 

Mr. W. Tempte Franks proposed: the toast ‘‘ The Law Society. and 
the Provincial Law Societies of England and Wales.’’ He said the 
societies were carrying on and maintaining the high standard of effi- 
ciency which had marked the profession. He did not think any one 
in- the least conversant with public affairs could be without the know- 
ledge that really at the back of almost every department of life it was 
the solicitor who played a large and a growingly important part. He 
had had some small experience in various spheres, and it was more 
and more forced upon him that it was the solicitor who did the hard 
work, the diplomatic work, whilst perhaps other people gained the 
honours. It certainly was so with the Bar. One realised how useless 
the barrister would be without the ammunition which was provided, 
the spade work which was done by the solicitor before he came on the 
scene. And in the House 6f Commons one found that a large propor- 
tion of private legislation would be impossible without the work of the 
solicitor, that diplomatic work which was carried on in the lobby, and 
so on. A number of the largest and most important railways were 
directly or indirectly managed and controlled by solicitors, and he 
congratulated the railways on having been given to this new committee 
which had just been formed to consider their interests the chairman 
of the evening. He felt it a great honour to be avsociated with him 
in the work the committee had to perform. The law societies in con- 
trolling the profession and in handing on its great traditions were doing 
-@ very important work, not only for the benefit: of the individual 
members; but of the public at large. 

Mr. Txos. Rawte responded for the Law Society. He said that the 
objects of the: association were very high and noble; but he would 
venture to submit that the duty of the Law Society was also a very 
high,.and noble duty. The Law Society had, to think not only: of the 
sick or of the dead, but of the living, the men struggling, it might be 








with adversity sometimes, but’ struggling always in the battle of life, 
And it was their business to protect: so far as they could the rights of 
the practising. solicitor and to redress his wrongs. . Sometimes the 
society were engaged in. what he ventured to think were not the 
interests of the profession directly but.the interests of the client; 
and although it was perfectly true that it was no part of their duty 
to-engage in anything like political controversy or to state views of a 
political character, yet he maintained that it was their duty when they 
found the very life of the profession was threatened by an attempt} 
interfere with them in the name of their clients, because he maintaing 
that if the owners of real property were ruined the whole of the convéy. 
ancing business‘of the country would be destroyed with them: ‘Therefore 
one of the matters he venturéd'to think which the Law. Society’ weie 
justly entitled to consider and deal was the pernicious land legislatign 
with this object. Another thing the society was devoting its attention 
to was the protection of the interests of the profession and the interests 
of the client in the matter of compulsory registration. He might refer 
also to the constant endeavours of the Law Society to promote the 
interests of the solicitor branch of the profession and to maintaining 
the. high standard of professional honour. ss 

Mr. Aurrep E. Maxriecp (President of the Sheffield District Ip. 
corporated Law Society) returned thanks on behalf of the provinéjal 
law societies. 

Mr. Watter Dowson (chairman of the board of directors) proposed 
the health of the chairman. He desired to impress upon those present 
the necessity that every member of the profession should be a sub. 
scriber to the society. It was not a large subscription, one guinea 
a year. Putting it only as a mere question of insurance, it was really 
to the advantage of every young solicitor to associate himself with the 
association, because if misfortune came upon him the scale of grants 
was duplicated in the case of a member or a member’s widow and 
family. .If the object of the association to bring within their ranks 
every solicitor were attained, the association would go on and prosper, 
because what the assocjation wanted was a stable income, the income 
received from annual subscriptions and from investments. Year by 
year it was found necessary to spend considerably more money than 
the stable income would provide. The association had never refused 
any proper application for relief, but it would be a grand thing for the 
society if the directors were able to look upon their investments and 
subscriptions as the source from which grants were made, and upon 
the casual donations as something to be put aside for investment in the 
future. : 

The CHAIRMAN, in returning thanks, referred to the work done by 
Mr. Scott, the secretary, in promdting the success of the festival. It 
had been on him that the principal work had fallen, and he was sufe 
he had done it, as he did everything else in connection with the asso- 
ciation, with his whole heart. 

A selection of music was very admirably rendered, under the direc. 
tion of Mr. Thos. Lawler. by Miss Alice Prowse, Miss Tilly Body- 
combe, Mr. Wm. Maxwell, Mr. F. Aubrey Millward, and Mr. T. 
Lawler. Accompanist, Miss Blanche Walker. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 

Mr. Epwarp Hare PickersGitt, M.P., barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed Prosecuting Counsel to the Mint at the Central Criminal 
Court, in. succession to the late Mr. W. H. Sands. 

Mr. H. S. Tuopatp, K.C., formerly Fellow of Wadham College, 
Oxford, has been elected an Honorary Fellow of that Society. 

The Right Hon. Sir Jonn Ener, K.C., has been appointed Autumn 
Reader at the Middle Temple. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Grorce WELLINGTON StratHaM and Witt1AM Hucu Ross, solicitors, 
(Statham, Rose & Co.), 54, New Broad-street, London. May 12, 
(Gazette, June iL. * 


§ 
—_—— } 


‘ 


Information Required. 


a 
Miss E.vyn Swannett.—Any person having in his or her possession 
Will made by Miss Elvyn Swannell, who died at No. 3, Upper Por 
chester-street, W., on June 4, 1909, or who may have made or have ay 
knowledge of a Will of the said deceased, are reqnested to communicate 
at once with Walker, Martineau & Co., of 36, Theobald’s-road, Gray's 
Inn, W.C., solicitors. Dated June 9, 1909. 


Captain Herserr Wriim Duckworr.—Solicitors, or others, 
having knowledge of any Will made by the late Captain Herbert 
William Duckworth, of the 1st Battalion York and Lancaster Regiment, 
stationed at The Barracks, Pontefract, Yorkshire, who died in London 
on May.31, 1909, are requested to communicate with Gilbert Robins 
solicitor, 11, Pancras-lane, London; E.C. 
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General. 


The Royal Commission on the Land Transfer Act. sat on the 10th 
inst., Lord ee Som & Gretiding in the absence of Lord St. Aldwyn. 
Mr. Steel, solicitor, of Cheltenham, gave evidence as to dealings with 

rtions of an estate originally registered under Lord Westbury’s 
Act of 1862. The other witnesses:heard were Mr. James Boyton, on 
behalf of the Auctioneers’ Institute, Mr. A. C, €rane, Solicitors’ 
Managing Clerks’ Association, and Mr. C. Mylne Barker, a past pre- 
sident of the Law Society. : 


Mr. Birrell has, says the Mtening Standard, introduced a Bill to 
correct a verbal error in the Lunacy (Ireland) Act of 1901. In,an 
important section .‘‘person”’’ had been..erroneously printed for 
“ prisoner,” with the result that the definition of ‘‘ criminal lunatic ’”’ 
-became enlarged so as to include a class of persons who were neither 
criminals nor prisoners, but soldiers and sailors sent to asylums. as 
dangerous lunatics at the instance of the naval or military authorities. 
ey ius became chargeable to the ‘‘ prisons vote’’ instead of the 
jocal rates. 


In his charge to the Grand Jury at_the Kent Assizes, on Monday, 
says the Evening Standard, the Commissioner (Mr. Horace Avory, 
K.C.) called attention to the fact that as many as nine of the twenty- 
six cases in the calendar had been committed to the Assizes, in spite 
of the provisions of the Act which was passed :to relieve the Assize 
Judges of the duty of trying Quarter Sessions cases. Having regard 
to the limited time at the disposal of the Judges of Assizes in some 
towns, such cases as these ought not to be in the list. Mr. Avory 
mentioned that thirty-four vears ago he held his first. brief in that 
court as a member of that circuit. 


An amusing story is told, says Harper’s Weekly, at the expense of a 
prominent Baltimore lawyer, who, like most young attorneys, got his 
first case by assignment from the bench. His client had been indicted 
for murder, and his conviction was a foregone conclusion, as his guilt 
was ynquestionable. The result of the trial was a sentence of hang- 
ing, but the man made an appeal to the Governor for a pardon, and 
was anxiously awaiting a reply thereto when his lawyer visited him in 
his cell. ‘‘I’ve got good news for you—very good news!’’ the young 
lawyer said, grasping the man’s hand. ‘‘ Did the Governor. Is ita 
pardon?’’ the man exclaimed, joyously. ‘‘Well—no. The fact is the 
Governor refuses to interfere. But an uncle of yours has died and 
left you two hundred dollars, and you will have the satisfaction of 
knowing that your lawyer got paid, you know,’’ was the comforting 
explanation. 


At the Lancaster Assizes, oh Saturday, before Mr. Justice Walton, 
says the Times, a point of practice arose as the result of an inquest 
on the body of Thomas Brown, who met his death through the breaking 
of a gangway. The jury found that death was due to misadventure, 
but wished to add a rider that the accident was the direct result of 
carelessness in the examination of the gangway. The coroner 
refused to add the rider as part of the verdict, and the 
jury refused to sign the verdict. The coroner therefore adjourned 





the inquest to the Assizes. Council representing the engineer 
responsible for the gangway contended that the jury had given 
a verdict of accidental death and could not now qualify it, and 
that any expression of opinion they might make in addition should not 


be entered on the records of the Court. Walton, J., held that the jury 
had not given their verdict until they had certified it, but he suggested 
that the jury’s rider should be entered on the records as a marginal 
note. The jury agreed to this. and then certified that Brown had 
been accidentally killed through the breaking of a gangway, the follow- 
ing words being added in the margin :—‘‘ The jury are of opinion that 
a more searching examination of the gangway should have been made.”’ 
His lordship said he appreciated that: the jury had been anxious to 
discharge their duties conscientiously, but he thought that the coroner 
had acted very properly in referring the matter to himself at the 
ssizes. 


In the House of Commons on Monday Mr. Goulding asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what was the number of assessments of 
owners of land required to complete the Return of Owners of Land 1873 
(Cd. 1097, of 1875); and whether any corresponding estimate existed 
of the number of assessments required to include London, Scotland, 
and Ireland, not dealt with in the return. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer said: I understand that the return in question, which was 
compiled by the Local Government Board, was made in respect of 
nearly 15,000 parishes, containing about 5,000,000 separate assessments. 
No corresponding estimate exists, so far as I am aware, of the number 
of assessments which would have been required to include Scotland 
and Ireland. There is no similar return in regard to London, but the 
number of assessments in the Administrative County is given as 793,429 
according to the Valuation Lists in force on April 6. 1909. Mr. Gould- 
ing further asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer what was the total 
cost. of the Return of Landowners, 1873; whether this included the 
expenses incurred by the various boards of guardians in preparing 
their replies to the schedules issued to them; and what would the 
estimated additional cost to the Exchequer, the local authorities, an 
the persons owning or having some interest in land respectively, 4 
instead of the estimated gross rental required for the above return, 
Separate returns were required of total value and site value, as 
required in the Finance Bill now before Parliament. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said special payments were made out of moneys 
voted by Parliament amounting to £18.815 to meet the cost of the 
return. This amount included sums paid to boards of guardians for 








ithe preparation. of the particulars required from them. I am unable. * 
‘to say what would have the cost of the return in the hypothetical 
circumstances cited by the hon. member. — 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reaistaass 1n ATTENDANCE O 









Date Emznczency Aprzau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
nae Rora. No. 2. Joon. Swinrey Eapy. 
Monday ...Jane 21 Mr Theed Mr Bloxam Mr §& _. Mr Farmer 
Tuesday ......... 23 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Wednesday ....., 23 Synge Church Greswell Theed 
Thursday 24 Goldschmidt 8 Church 
iday ..... 25 Greswell Gol 1 Borrer Synge 
Saturday .. 26 Beal Greswell Leach Goldschmidt 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
ante Wasainerton. Nuvi.iz. Pasxen. Evs. 
Monday ...Jute 21 Mr Beal Mr Charch Mr Greswell Mr Leach 
Tuesday ......+.. 24 Borrer ynge Beal Farmer 
Wednesday ...... 23 Leach Goldechmidt Borrer Blozsam 
Thursday ......... 24 Farmer Greswell Leach Theed 
Friday .......0000+ 25 Bloxam Farmer Church - 
Saturday ... ..+6. 26 Theed Borrer Bloxam Synge 





COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1909. 
(Continued from p. 584). 

FROM THE KING’S BENOH DIVISION, 

(Final and New Trial List.) 

1909. 

Solomon Coleman v The National Benefit Trust Id appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr. Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middx, dated 
March 24, 1909 March 30 

Roderiaklieselskabet “ Superior” v Dewar & Webb appln of defts for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 5, 
1909, at trial before Mr Justice Bray, without a jury, Middx - 2 

J C Barker v The Right Hon the Earl of Mayo and ors appln of pltff 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgment, dated 
March 25, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special 
jury, Middx April 2 Same v Same appln of deft, G D Simpson, 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 25, 
1909, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middx 
April 2. 

Perkins v Mayor, etc, of Rawtenstall appl of pltff from judgt of The 
Lord Chief Justice (jury discharged), Lancaster, dated March 5, 1909 
April 3 

Christides Bros v T Bowen Rees & Cold appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Pickford, without a jury, Middx, dated March 30, 1909 
April 6 

In 2 An Arbitration between The Press Assoc ld and The Exchange 
Telegraph Co Jd appln of The Press Assoc Id from judgt of Mr. 
Justice Channell, dated March 23, 1909 April 7 

Hillyer v The Mayor, Commonalty and Citizens of the City of London 
appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, 
dated March 29, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a 
special jury, Middlesex April 7. 

Stephenson v Harley appln of deft for jndgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 26, 1909, at trial before Presiding 
Judge, Liverpool Court of Passage and a common jury, Liverpool 
April 7 

The Motor Car Emporium Id v De Dion Bouton ld and De Dion Bouton 
(1907) ld (point of Law) appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated March 28, 1909. April 8. 

Parker v London General Omnibus Co. ld appl of pltff from judgt of 
Justices Darling and Pickford, dated March 20, 1909 April 8 

Chislett. vy Macbeth & Cold appl of pitff from judgt of Justices Bigham 
and Walton, dated Feb. 4, 1909 April 8 

In re The Copyright Act, 1842 Trevor-England & Thomas Charles 
Martin (applicants) v A Brown & Sons ld (respts) appl of applicants, 
phen judgt of Justices Darling and Channell, dated March 19, 1909 

pril 14 

Hartley v Gonin and ors appl of deft Bennett from judgt of Mr. 
Justice Coleridge, without.a jury, dated March 24, 1909 April 14 - 

The Yost Typewriter Co Id v Yerex Barker Finlay ld appl of defts 
from judet of Mr. Justice Bray, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
Jan. 21, 1909 April 15 

Lazarus v Gardner appl of pltff from judgt of Mr. Justice Sutton, jury 
discharged, Middlesex, dated April 5, 1909 April 17 

Lever Bros ld v Midland Ry Co (Railway and Canal Commission) appl 
of applicants from judgt of Mr. Justice A T Lawrence, The Hon A 
yore, Hardy and Sir James Woodhouse, dated April 2, 1909 . 

Mudie and ors v Strick & Cold appl of Sette Some Joie of Mr. Justice 
Pickford, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 9, 1909 April 19 

Wiedemann v Wiedemann of deft. from judgt of Mr. Justice 
Darling, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 9, 1909 April 19 
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The Governor and Company of the Bank of England v Cutler (Bartram 
third party) appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 6, 1909 April 20 

Dobell and anr v The Hereford and Tredegar Brewery Id_ appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, without a jury, Brecon, dated 
March 20, 1909, and cross-notice by pltff, dated April 50, 1909 April 21 

In re Arbitration Act, 1889 In re An Arbitration between The Cobridge 
Steamship Co and The Bucknall Steamship Lines ld appl of Chartereis 
from judgt of Mr Justice Channell (special case), dated March 23, 
1909 April 27 

Bielefelder Maschinen Fabrik Vormals Durkopp & Co v London Road 
Car Co appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, without a jury, 
Middlesex, dated Jan 20, 1909 April 27 

Sailing Ship “ Lyderhorn” Co ld v Duncan Fox & Co appl of pitffs 
from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice, without a jury, Liverpool, 
dated March 29, 1909 April 29 

Habgood v Macdonald and ors appln of deft John Wilson for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 21, 1909, at 
trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex April 30 
Mayhew v Same appln of deft John Wilson for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb. 21, 1909, at trial before 
Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex April 30 Same v 
Same appln of deft Roberts for judgt, dated Feb. 21, 1909, at trial 
before Mr. Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex April 30 
Habgood v Macdonald and ors applin of deft Roberts for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb. 21, 1909, at 
trial before Mr. Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex 
April 30 

Hartley v Gonin and ors appl of defts from judgt of Mr. Justice 
Coleridge, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 24, 1909 April 30 

In re Interpleader Pincsedions and In re The Estate of W W Barton, 
dec. Tomlins v Latimer appl of plaintiff from judgt of Justices 
Bigham and Walton, dated Feb. 4, 1909 April 30 

Layton v United Provident Assce Co ld appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 22, 1909, at trial 
before Mr. Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex. May 5 

Lambert (an infant, by next friend) v The Great Eastern Ry Co appln 
of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
April 23, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, 
Middlesex May 5 

Wade v The London County Council appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 28, 1909, at trial 

lore Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex May 7 

Clarke v The Mayor, &c, of West Ham appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 24, 1909, at trial 
before Mr Justice Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex May 7 

Salter v The Railway and General Engineering Co ld appln of defts 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 23, 
1909, at trial before Mr Justice Channell and a special jury, Mid- 
dlesex May 7 F 

Marson-Templier & Co v D C de Friers appl of pltffs from judgt of 
Justices Phillimore and Walton, dated Feb 26, 1909 May 8 
wper v Lynam and anr appl of pltff from judet of Mr Justice 
Channell, with a special jury, Middlesex, dated May 5, 1909, and cross- 
notice by defts, dated May 17, 1909 May 11 ; 

Forman v Aldon & Co appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 5, 1909 Mav 11 

Mayor, &c, of Rochdale v Leach appl of pltffs from judgt of The Lord 
Chief Justice, non-jury, Lancaster, dated March 4, 1909 May 11 


(To be continued.) 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Jane 21 and July 15.—Messrs. Rogers, Casrman & Tuomas, at the Mart at3: Free- 
and Leasehold Residences and Premises (see advertisement, page v., dane 12). 
June 23.—Mesers. Beary & Sox, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Resi- 
— HY cela Beg ge amen pege vi, May 22). 
— Br. W. Fotuer, Moon, & Furuse, at Mart, : 

—— eg t. pane, —_ 5). - oe Sn, Ss ee 
4.—Meesrs. Epwin Fox Bovsristp, at the Mart, at 2: Ground- 

rents, Building Sites, Residences, &c. (see advertisement, page vi, June 12), 
Jane poe Facey Homeert & Futur, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences 
and Estate, Building Land, Buildings, and Building Bites (see advertisement, back 


, Jone . 
pak A— ond Spee, Sew, & Daw, at the Mart, at 2: Groun¢-rente (see 
, eune . 

June 24,—Mesers,. Fareseoruse, Extis & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freeho! Residen’ 
Property (see advertisement, back oage, this week). . en se 
onan — Messrs. pag «& oe at the Mart,at 2: Warehouses, Shops, &c. 

advertisement, page v, June 12). 
June tn pe Fog wed & Sons, at the Mart: Leasehold Investments (see 
’ , ine 9). 

Jane 29,— Messrs. Tavucoon & Maarin, at the Mart, at2: Business Pr Free- 

a - Country H. &c. (see advertiesment, back page, June _* — 
‘une 29.—Mesers. t eon & Masrim, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Mansion (see 
Jane 30 — Mesure Dasexuax, Tswsom & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Shop and 

(see advertisement, page v, June 5). 
—Moesers. Eowix Fox & Bousrre.p, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Batate, 
Land (see advertisement, page vi, June 5 and back page, ibis week). 
90.—Mesars. Davip Buenerr, Som. & Ba vpever, at the Mart: Leasehold Invest- 
ied ee pie —_— hold Ground-rente, and Building 
N wi 2 

Sk Homeger & Fist, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Bstate and 
Tune 5) and Property and Freehold Investments (see advertisement, bagk 


H 
8 








uly 14.—Meesrs, Hamrrom & Sons, at the Mart: Freehold (sce advertisement, 


J 
page v, Jane 13). : 
uly 19.—Mesars. 8. Watxer & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents ang 
Properties (see advertisement, back page, this week). ? 

July 20.—Messrs, Dzesennam, Tewsow, Ricnanpson & Co,, at the Mart, at 2: Frege. 
hoid Investments (see advertisement, page iii, this week). 2 


Result of Sales. 
Reversrons, Lirzg Poxrorgs, anp Awwurry. 


Mesars. H. E. Foster & Crawrretp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 885) of the 
above-named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse- , B.C.,on Thursday last, when 
the following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 
£12,016 :— 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 
To £6,281 


t sa ove ove ee ove eee eee Sold £2,510 

To about £2,116 5s. ooo stn ates one nee sos ie oe £1,500 
AN ANNUITY of £240, also REVERSIONARY LIFE INTEREST 

in £790 per annum ... a ae woe ir ae ove ooo ~=—_ pp - £5,500 

ENDOWMENT POLICY for £2,000 ods ie bibs ooo oe =. 5-21, 810 

POLICY OF ASSUBANCE for £1,500... jue éve os »» £695 


Messrs. Hampton & Sons sold, at the Mart, on 14th inst., the Stanmore Estates of late 
Mr, Frederick Gordon for £275,050, the bid of Messrs. Humbert & Flint. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, June 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luairep rn Caanceey. 


Basic Barox Sywprcats, Liwttep—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send 
their nan es and aidresses, and the ticulars their debts or claims, to George 
Pepper, Pier chmbrs, Chatbam, liquidator 

He1euTon’s Derots, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jane 28, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Band, 12, Cherry st, Birmingham, liquidator 

J. & C. Coorzs, Liw1rep—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert 
Willmott, 14, Old Jewry chmbrs, liquidator . 

Reapixe Moror Co, Lrwirzp—Petn for winding up, presented May 27, directed to be 
heard at the Assize Courts, Reacing, on June 24, at 1030. Harman & Son, Gt Port 
land st, solors for pet co. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 23 

Sugezy Motor Agency, Limirep (1s Votunrary Liqurpatios)—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 11, to send their names and addresses, and the partic 
of their debts or claims, to A. W. Felton, 5, Savage gdna, liquidator 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liuitsp 1n Cuancery. 


Awne@io-Americay Copper Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Joly 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Geoffrey Bostock, 21, Ironmonger In, liquidator 

Cuagies Partumors & Co, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented June 12, directed 
to be heard June 29, Nash & Co, Cheapside, solors for the petnerr. Notice of 
sopeeeees must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

une 


Coronation First Tuvurspax Monsy Cxus, Limirsp—Oreditors are required, on or 
before June 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulers of their debis 
or claims, to Fred Lockwood, Market place chmbrs, Huddersfield, liquidator 

Herzsesron Tim Synpicaiz, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 1, 
to send their names and addresres, and the particulers af their debts or claims, to 
Lionel Maltby, 6, Loncon Wall ey pe Finsbury circus, liquidator 

Heeerorgp Paesesves, Liurrep (1x Liguroation;—Oreditors are required fori hwith 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
T. Wheeler Meats, 39, Broad st, Hereford, liquidator 2 

Lezps Buitpres’ Exonanas, Limtrgo—Creditors are required, on or before July 6, 
to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to 
G. H. ©. Davies-Higgias, Quebec st chmbrs, 8, | quidator 

Noeru-Eastern Datsy Uo, Limitsp—Petn for winding up, presented June 12, 
directed to be heard June 29. Sawyer & Oo, 24, Lincoln’s inn fields, for Jefferies & 
Bygott, Southend on Sea, solora for the petners. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 28 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gasette,—Faipay, June 11. 


Pirowmas & Sons, Limited 

“ Jounw Marycuvuaca ” StaaMsuir Co, Limitsp 

L. Reywoups & Oo, Limirzp 

Inpian Buses Estates, Limirep 

Racenorse Owners’ Association, Limitsp ~ 

Rosie & Avams, Limirep 

Bowker & Brows, Liwitsp 

Becisa Euriax Steameute Co, Limirep 

C. Moreas & Sons, Liuirzep 

¥. Acu & Co, Liurtep 

Karsau.s, Liwtrep (Reconstruction) 

Toru.popr (Nizam’s) Gory Migs, Limitep 
Kiwseri0-8waston Oo, Limitep 

Lamont (Atpgata) Lamp amp Investuest Co, Limitep 
Eutwoop & StspMesz, Limirep 

James Boutron & Co, Limtrzp 

Faome Datry anp Icx Co, Limrrep es 
Eve's Mrezor, Limtrep 

Ececratcan Works ayy Devecorment Co ,Limirep 
Caiwa Eveoreaw Fitatusz Co, Limirep 

BR. Osrzocx & Co, Limrrzp 

OConetomexats Gouprizips or Westerm Avereauia, Limited 
Breminenam Coat Co, Limirzep 

8.T.8. Syuptoats (Waxkerixcp), Limited 

Aome Soar Co, Limrrsp 

Aye.o-Frenca F. amp 8., Limirsp (Reconstruction) 
Campse.t Jounstoms & Co, Liurtep 


London Gazette.—Tussvay, June 
Cann, Hiits, & Oo, Lauritzen 
Oornonation Paortiztary Gotp Resy Ovarws, Lixirep 
Gesew Burpos/Mamvracronitxa Co, Limitsp 
Vuoroata Coutizer Oo, Limitzo 
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mourma Misixe Co, Limrrep ( ction) 
Bara aND ap Cosemay F's Faerestors Quareies, Limitrzp 
A. D. Pang & Oo, Limite 

Cxusr & Co, Limitzp 

Gowrnacrors Fzprratior, Liurrep 
Buawproay Gas awp Coxe Co, Limrrep 

Yawish Propuce Exrorr Co, Liurrep 
Rorzason & SuatER, Liurrep 

Mronzts Composite Stesrers, Liutrep 
Gayzuat Property » atm ggg Limrtsp 

A, Vevaure & Co, Limirzp 

Paris Foop SUPPLY Assooration, Limrrep 
Oxanvara Sywpicats, Limirep 

Hucve Dave Oo, Lirwirzp 

Tyxsarpce Waits Pump Room Co, Liurrzp 











Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, June 11. 


Avstix, Mary Ayn, Sibford Ferris, ot July 10 Fairfax & Barfield, Banbury 
Baxses, THOMAS, Hulme, Manchester July6 Welch, West Bridford 
Bear, CHARLES Lupwia, Philpot In, Meschiat July 3i Drake & Co, Rood In 
Brstio, CHARLES Manon, Sidney rd, Stockwell Saly 21 Biddle & Co, Aldermenbury 
Biacxsury, Martua, Lincoln July 31 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 
Broviz, Isapetta Jane, Stratford, Essex July 14 Prestons Stratford 
Bouttmone, Emma Lavra, Exmouth July 8 Robbins & 
Bunou, Bersy Harris, Cr 
Cuaruan, Jessi, Hi 
CHURCHILL, CAROLINE JANE, 
Cons, Gzoncs, Ashford. ord, Kent July 14 Goering, Asht 
een fens, Lowestoft } une 26 pea S Co Lowerat 
RalG, James, Cheapside, Accountan 30 orley, Chea; 
Cussre, Sir Doxap,G CMG July 12 Markby & Co eT 
Curtis, ConsTaBLR, Ber! 4,Herts July 31 i 
Dance, Auior, Gilbert st, Oxford st July 31 "Grube & , Lincola’s i 
Daxce, << e Henry, Gilbert st, ord st July 31 Grubbe & ‘Troughton, Lincoln’s 
inn 


Davies, Many Ann, Aberdare June 30 Thomas, Aberdare 

Davigs, Evan, June 30 Thomas, Aberdare. 

Dean, Henry Starr, Fowlemere, Cambrid, Co, Royston, Herts 

Daake, Hargett Epwisa, Lower Summer! & Son, Exeter 

E.uort, Estuer Louisa, Olifton, Bristol Taly’: 14 Bush & Bush, Bristol 

E.uis, Henry HEemay, West Hampstead, July 24 Greenip & Co, George st, 
‘Mansion House 

Figtp, Tuomas Storar, Surbiton July 31 Stow & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Fiss, Bicuasp WINKLEY Clifton, Lancs July 10 Knight, Manchester 

Fui.er, Gzorce ALLEN, Delancy st, Camden Town July10 M&8S —. Elgin av 

Gms, Gronce, Kearsney, Dover, Farmer July23 Mowll & Mowll, Do 

Gissox, Witiiam, Heghasovia Ekaterinoslav, Russia, Limestone Qaney Contractor 
June 24 Jones & Co, Mother Tydfil 

Gopsy, Cuantes Groraz, ‘Langton pl, 8t pans Wood July 11 Keen & Co, Carter In 

Goup, Saran Louisa August? Chadwick & Co, 

=a, Am Grnevizve, Douro pl, Kensington July 9 Brown & Wynne, Pem- 


Dock 
Quy, deg Morley, Yorks June 30 Scatcherd & Co, Leeds 
Hat, Davin, Teddington July 24 Gery & — Ola ‘Cavendish st, Cavendish sq 
Hannison, Many Emity, Newcastle upon Tyne July 31 Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle 


upon Tyne 
Hamncar, Thoxas Joszrs Paraick, Harley st, Cavendish sq July 15 Hasties, Lincoln’s 


Haynes, Witt1am, Frampton ae ong Glos Tuckett, Bristol 
Heatox, Wittiam, Gomersal, Yorks July 15 pw by pr 
Hut, —=— Bowpusr, King’s ay, Clapham Park July 20 ‘ig y & Attlee, 


8q 
Ho.sony, ANNIE Sama, Campden Hill e 26 Baxter & Co, Victoria st 
Homwipat, Auice, Chi , Wilts August1 Harnett, ‘Garrick st 
Horkins, Ricnarp, T July 7 7 ne. Torqua 
ge) Henay, Ohectherk, Max June 30 Dunderdale & Co, Manchester 

Leicu, Franors, Little Beddoes gy July 1 Rix & Son, Beccles 
lavonvin>, Basan, Oaleherne ct, O ld Brompton rd July9 ‘Pennington & Son, Lincoln’s 


Luspock, WiLtiaM Basruoer, Lombard st, ae July 31 Galting & Co, Cannon st, 
Janvis, Evuxior, A lain, Durham July Graham & 
Janvis, Josepa, Annfield *P lala, Durham, Gears! Dealer July 9 Graham & Co, 


Sunder! 
Jouy, Eitzey Mary Ricamonp, Richmond June 30 Nicholson & Crouch, Surrey st, 


Kays, Wituiam Henry, Huddersfield, Fine Drawer ony» 10 Baxter, Huddersfield 
Kyowes, Capt Jans, Bradfield, Essex July 19 Hortin, Edgware rd 
Maynina, James, Potton, Beds, Market Gardener July 24 Beith; Sandy, Beds 
D, CHaRLes Joun Alport, nr Bakewell, Derby July 11 Parkinson, 
Muze, Sons Nuitson, Ruddiogton Hall, Notts July 24 Ransom & Hutton, Notting: 


Merraso, Max ys Perea Juaquina Juana pe Nav.er, ea July 12 Becher 
Muuvorp ate Stanford Rivers, Essex, Farmer June 


E 
ARK aviD, Berwick in Elmet, Yorks, Corn Ces July 19 Wilkines Leeds 
avx8, Many, Kingsbrompton, Somerset June 30 Barrow, Dulverton, Somerset 
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Be eee aeee hertca Wilts, Corn Merchant July 14 Clark & Smith, Malmes- 


bury, Wi 
Rives, Tomas Parmur, St Albans July2 Carthew & Wheeler, Verulam bidgs, Gray’s 
Roomy, fer Reng ni Navitz, CB, Victoria st July 11 Leighton & Savory, 
Rows, James, Hardway, or Gosport, Hants can A Blake & Co, Portemouth 
Bayweit, Lemvet Onaven, Bath => a> 
Sewer, Ayniz Granam, Btackrell 
Sew: CHARLES ftp, Lines Veacharth st Doctor J 
Suaw, Ropeart, 8 Lines, Innkeeper J 
Smart, WILLIAM OMAS, Streatham 4 2 Grook é Uo, 


8 ,A Brierfield, Lancs July 17 
Saevrias, Wintax Gorpon, ‘Upeet Metweed July 9 Parry & Gibson, Lincoln's inn 


Sevenens, Cuartes Henry, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer July 15 Stevens & Co, 


Sumpster, Farny, Farnborough J Hollest & Aldershot 
SwinpELis, Sana, Tintwistle, Chester *Saly 12 eee 


Manchester 
Tomuinsoy, Samus, Sheffield, Commercial a fuga & Barker, Sheffield 
Turner, Jessiz LANACHAN, Berry Brow, H July 16 Ward & Hirst, 


Huddersfield 
Voutes, Horace Sr Geores. Brighton July14 Lewis & Lewis, Ely 
Warrtincam, WItt1am, le July 2 Budd, Gite 

WI cockson, Joux, Brampton, Derby, Farmer July 12 Jones Enaeen, Castes 
Winter, Joun Tuomas, Frithville, Lincs, Farmer Sept 6 

Yousa, Witu14m, Dipton, Durham, Licensed Victualler July 21 looden 


London Gazette.—Turspvay, June 15. 
Bares, Grorag, Blackpool July 13 Lonsdale, St Annes on the Sea 
Bisca, Lyp1a ELIZABETH a on Thames 44! 2 Dale & Co, Cornhill 
ham July se Williams & 


Brearey, Evizaseta, N “wiy 
But.over, Groner ATkKinsos, Huuslet, Leeds, Butcher July 31 JB & J A Brooke, 


Cunpg.u, Pacey, Reading A’ 
} arc Sats | Edgerton, H 
'YSON, CHARD SMITH > 
Co, Hudderstield’ 


E.uorr, Henry, Twyford, Hurst, Berks Aug 12 Martin & Martin, 

France, Hiram, H d, Cabinet Maker June 30 

Gopragy, Josers, Entield July 31 Grubbe & om, 

Hammonp, Witi1am, Bristol July20 AG& NG , Bristol 

Hewnwessy, James, Lancaster gate July 8 dendeston 6 Co Queen Victoria 

Soames, Kev — Epwakb, i Vicarage, nr Market Drayton, mlep July 20 
arren & 

Houtme, Joux, Ashton on Ribble, Preston, Lancs July 13 Goduen, Preston 

a er Hume Spry, Reading July 14 Leighton & Savory, Clement's inn, 


James, Toomas Lewis, Haverfordwest July 31 Eaton & Co, Haverfordwest 
Kine, Wiiu1aM Faascis Henry, Whiteheads grove , Chelsea August 1 Dixon & Co, 


Macanprew, rnd Haroip, Mill Hill, Middlesex July 26 Ince & Co, St Benet 
- a Fenchurch st sa 

ARSHALL, Taomas, Romiley, Chester Green, Stockport 
Meacock, Frank, Uxbridge bridge rd, Hanwell July 10 Staster & Co, Stone titer, Kénesin'y ten 
Morgison Cuaman, Tees S July 31 Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av 
Nickurm, aoe ooh, July 12 ee nye 
O’CaLLaGHan, :, Joma Banray, July 15 Lincoln's inn fields 
Parry, WILLIAM Couper Yau pati ha, Carnarvon July 2% Lewis & Co, 


Pasoen, Simmoser gly 18 Capel-Cure & Ball, Clement's inn, Strand 
ARSE, HERBERT GEORGE y. 8 
Paosyy, a Mary Loursa, Sou st, Grosvenor sq July 20 Blount & Co, Albe- 
mar! 
Rivoross, Groner, Leeds July 17 BS ¢ S Pawn, Foe 
serwne Getta Mgt Ye . be» wy ~ ight on July 16 North & Co, Liverpool 
EBUCK, CHARLES, Shi 8 r 

RusytHoy, CHARLES, rd, Job Master poe Conquest # Care Bedford 
Seweit, Axyviz Granam, Canterbury a Foy Mackrell albrook 
Szewer., Caagies om, Canterbury a, ork Mackrell & Ward, Walbrook 
Suxpaerp, ALFRED Epwagp, Bridlington, York July 17 ee Co, Sheffield 
SurpHargp, Cua Nottingham Ji Marriott, N 

ford, Notts, Commercial Traveller July 26 


Sueperrson, Tuomas Cuatwix, West 


Surru, Jonx, South Corn Merchant July 20 & Co, Manchester 

Saves, J San iceegen Begtlesl, Sivenaaiih Saty IB tomest & shelton, Tower chmbrs, 
— Kinoulton, Nottingham, Farmer July 1 Oldham & Marsh, Melton 
Spurr, Exma, Bhoffiela July 31 Irons, 


Sheffield 
ae ~ Rosert Docwaa, Southampton, Working Jeweller July 12 Bassett & Co, 
— Joux Tomas, Tufnell Park rd, Tufnell Park, Oriental Stone Cutter July 31 


Town rd 
To.uusst, paocusuas, 5 Surrey July 19 Woodcock & Co, 
Vee, Rrowaap, Slaith ite, nr Huddersfield Jaly 10 Armitage & Co yy yt 


Watts, Jouy, Bristol, Tailor July 19 Danger & Contuviehht Betebel 
Wess, CHARLES Kwienr, Sah Wells kg Aad Gates, 
wae — ae: See _ 

HITE, ELIZABETH, uly P.. - ns han A 
W: , Szptimus Lamina. 


Way, —— Axx, N & Banks, Great 
ames 
Woopwaagp, Wit11aM, Stinchcombe, Glos Gardener June 30 Francillon, Dursley, Glos 








Bankruptcy Notices, [Prin ods 


London Gagette.—Fatvay, June 11. 


man 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Saie, S60, 


Arms Josurn, Gr Green Lanes, Tailor Edmonton Pet May Boros, 6 iH Ff, Calptenien * Tobacco Dealer High Court 
Auta, ALbeRt Dares, Wadhurst, Sussex, Grocer High Bunt, 7B, Manchester, Plumber Manchester Pet May 17 


Ord June 8 


Janes, We a , Staff Vi Busu, Faanx, 
b ahora s, Licensed Victualler : Es Renee gine, Gower ot 


Pet June7 Ord June7 Pet a 27 


meh eas 1 Baanany, Josxrn, Leeds, Grocer Leeds | Cay, Rionann, ot 
June 8 June 9 Pet June 


Ry Pet April 20 Ord June 
Aprils Ora 





Buiacxsvaxy, Wasnne, J oy} Oak Park, Tutor Greenwich ; Daarzna, Mahon 


Buinxwosy, Weanemes, Os 5 Are 
verpool Pet June 9 Ont 
Leicester Leicester 


Sheffield, Provision Merchant Sheffield Coor: Antuvus, Water In, Brixton, Timber Merchant 
June 9 as High Court "heures Ord June 7 


st, Leather 
Bi grt yume 


East, Gosnar'e Van Dexry, Bow anne ing oe eens 
Pet June 8 June 8 
Pt June 9 Ord ram gto we be, Bucks High Court 


, Builder High 


CuarLeswoatnh, Farpenick, Barnsley, Provision Merchant | Go: 
Pet June 9 June 9 

oe, Derby, Butcher Derby | Gorzmamu 

Brartiz, J Seauaae Belsey, Sussex, itd Proprietor aera Oldham Pet June 9 
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— Wuttam Newt, wee Commercial 
Clerk W: Pet June7 Ord J 
Hannar, Farverick Vervon, Cheapeife, Toomence Clerk 
Court’ Pet May 6 June 4 
Saseer, Arruur Roseat, Tivetshall, 8t Mary, Norfolk 
Ipswich Pet June 7 Ord June 7 
Chislehurst Croydon Pet June 


Hoours, Owen Row tanp, Mona st, aanom, Anglesey, 
Bangor Pet June8 Ord June8 
oo, ‘om, Elton, ype Baker Peterborough Pet 
‘une 7 
Jerrcock, Davin, a fiddlesbrough Middlesbrough Pet 
June8 Ord June 8 
eae Joun, Leicester, Baker. Leicester Pet June ? 


e7 
Sodas, Mneew Paste, "pam Auctioneer Bangor Pet 
May 2 Ord J 
Ga ae, Potato Merchant 
et June9 Ord June 
age et ny Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet June7 Ord 


Ler, ce Raywer, Ripon, Yorks, Draper North- 
allerton Pet May27 Ord June 8 
Littey, Ricuarp Samu, a China Dealer 
Bi Pet June 8 Ord June 
Maraizson, Witi1am James, Queen’s 4 Muswell Hill, 
uilder High Court Pet April30 Ord June 9 
rd, ondsey, Drapers High 


Jury, Mience 


Mittzr Bros, 
Court Pet May 12 Ord June9 

Mort, Samvuet HORBELY, York mans, Wertminster, 
Eogiocer High Court Pet Mar22 Ord June 9 

Pavey, Jonyx po a Si bourne, and Harry Pavey, 
Sheerness, Build ester Pet Juce7 Ord June 


Perain, Wittiam Feepesicx, Nantwich, Ironmonger 
Crewe Pet June9 Ord June 9 

PiveeaM, Grorgr, Eastbourne, Sates House Keeper 
Lewes Pet June 7 Ord June 7 

Puatts, Emuy, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Sheffield 
Pet May 17 Ord May 7 

Purosasz, Reaixatp Ropeets, Yeovil, Jeweller Yeovil 
Pet May 26 Ord June 9 

segre F eep Armes, Skirbeck Quarter, Lins, Brick- 

Boston Pet JuneS Ord June 8 


Rerp, Sesht Epwarp, Stamford, Lincs, Baker Peter- 


borough Pet June8 Ord June 8 
Rers, =, Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet Jane 9 Ord 


Sawyer, Harwis, Bramley, Leeds, Grocer's Manager 
Leeds Pet June7 Ord Jane7 

Scorr, Jowatruan Davy, ere Park rd, Tailor 
High Court Pet 


Mar 3 Ord June 3 
Taickerr, :Anpaew Epwaarp, - ramen 
Sheffield Pet Jume 8 Ord June 8 
Tysox, Auy, Manchester, Milliner Manckester Pef April 
21. Ord Jane 9 
Wriu1ameor, Wiit1am, Hyson Green, a, Shoeing 
et June's Ord June 8 
Witsos,; Sypyey 8. ge, Manchester, Solicitor 
Manchester Pet May 4 Ord June9 
Wistrssorrox, Joux, Nelson, Lancs Burnley Pet June 
8 Ord June 8 
Woopcock, Jonx Tuomas, Sheffield, General Dealer Sheffield 
Pet June7 Ord June 7 
Wareat, Wiitiam, Sy Furniture Dealer Burnley 
Pet Jane 8 Ord June 


FIRST ‘nisin, 


Auvtes, ALpert Denne, Sparrows Green, Wadhurst, Sussex 
Grocer Jane 24at12 Bankru bldgs, Carey st 
June 19 at 11, 


Butcher 


Agcazr, Samoes,, Etwall, Derby, ilder 
Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 
ATTEWELL, Tuomas Henny, Hawthorn, nr Pontypridd, 


June 22 at 11 ‘Of Ree, Post Office chmbis 


P 

Bares, Faancis Barnaby Joseru, — Grocer June 
21 at 11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leed 

Bartixeron, ARonIBALD, Chesham pan “Bucks, Builder 
June 19 at 12 moog we bee oy Carey 

Banwick, James poner enfig, iam, Collier June 
19at 12 7, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Bsartriz, J Padme gy sey, Sussex, Hotel Proprietor 
June 22 at1 Bankruptcy 3, Carey st 

Bouwarp, James, Leicester Juneziat3 Off Rec, 1, Ber- 
ridge st, Leicester 


_- 





Bower, Hersert, Herrin; r Rotherham, Yorks, 
Hearth Rug Manufacturer June 2 23.at 3 Law Society’ 8 
frome New st, Huddersfield 


room, 

Buss, + wer st, Builder June 
2i at 12 ruptcy meg oy st 

Cuorer, AnTHuUR, Water Jia! Brixton Timber Merchant 
June 22 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, st 

Cross, Henry, Whitehaven, mbrella Manu- 
facturer June 2] at 11 Court house, Whitehaven 

Darter, Wii114mM Freperiox, Butler st, Milton st, Leather 
Merchant June 22at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Dorie, a ~- une 2iat 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, 

Dowpatt, Joun W, Gonthenipton, eo ys June 21 at 12 
Of Midland Bank brs, High st, Southampton 

Eastea, Rosert, Railton rd, Herne Butcher June 28 
atil Bankruptcy bidgs. 
Finpew, Witu1am Henry, Torquay June 23 at 10.30 Off 
Ree, 9, Bedford ci Exeter ; 
Goipssre, Saran, Brick Woollen | aatines June 21 
at230 Ban . Carey 

GREENWOOD, Anruur, Bradford, _—* Furnisher June 22 
at3 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Grounpbs, Wiis Newatt, Warrington, Commercial 
Cierk June 19 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

Hareap, Faeperick Vernon, Cheapsi Insurance Clerk 
June 22 at 2.30 st 

Harvey, Artuur Ropest, 8t Seal Norfolk, 

gd June at 1.30 Off Re¢, 36, Princes st, 

pswi 

Ipz, AtsertT Epwarp, Wolverhampton, Commercial 
Clerk June 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

J —<_, Reece Weobley, Hereford, Blacksmith June 22 

2 rm 8q, 

p Mi Jouy, Leicester, Baker June 21 at 12 Off Rec, 1 
Berndge st, Leicester 

Joxes, Jonx; Gors Wen, Lianddewi, Aberarth, Cardigan, 
Farmer June 25 at 10 ‘Town Hail Aberystwyth 

Kivessury, Netson Tomas, Bue Newton, Dorches- 
ter, Dorset, Baker June 22 at 12.46 of Rec, City 


Wycombe 


| 





ehmbrs, Catherine st, ury 

Pavey, Joun Jzssop, Sittingbourne, and Harry Pavey, 
Sheerness, , Builders June 21 at 3.15 115, High st, 

ochester 

Piieream, Groner, Eastbourne, House Keeper | 
June 21 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion D ig8, Brighton 

PurcHase, Recrnaup Roperts, Yeovil, Jeweller June 
at 1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Rawpen, Faep Armes, Skirbeck Quarter, Lincs, Brick- 
maker June 21 at 2.45 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, 
Boston 

Reyyotps, Watter Geores, Gloucester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler June 19 at 3.30 Off Station 14, 
Gloucester 

Row.anps, Jouy, Aberdovey, Merioneth, Grocer 
25at10.15 To ,Al 

Boycz, C H H, Caledonian 3d, rd, Tobacco Dealer June 21 at 
1 ered Boo bidgs, Carey st 

SADLER, a aeatt py Whitley Bay, Northumberland, 
Tw ‘une 19 ‘at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley 
st, Memes teen 


fh 

Sawyer, Saawen Bramley, Leeds,  e Manager 
June 21 at 11 Ree, 24, Bond st, Leed 

Scort, Jonatuan Davy, Park rd, Tailor June 
2tat1i2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

va ig Faep, Spilsby, Lincs, Coal Merchant Jun; 21 at 
2 Ree, 4, and 6, West st, Boston 

Wisthateor: Wicuam, Hyson Green, Fae ae Shoeing 
Smith June23 at ll Off Ree, 4 e pl, Park st, 


Nottingham 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Aston, James, Brick Bridge, alg yg Staffs, Licensed 
Victualler Wolverhampton Pet June? Ord June 7 

Atrewe.t, Tuomas Henry, Hawtho nr Pontypridd, 
Collier Pontypridd Pet June8 Ord June 8 

Barnes, Francis Barnasy Josern, Leeds, Grocer Leeds 
Pea Juné 8 9 

Burxxsorn,y Faepericx Caaries, Southport, Grocer’s Van- 
man Liverpool Pet June9 Ord June 9 

wa = James, Leicester Leicester Pet June 9 O:d 

une 

CuasLesworts, Farperickx, Barnsley, Provision Merchant 

Barnsley Pet June9 Ord June 9 


June 


June8 Ord June 


cog Ricwagp, jun, Comactsn, , +A Butcher Derby | Sura, Jonw Haw what 
Agent 





—— 
Ouse be ray Oldham, Painter Oldham Pet June 9 


Copp, Jouw Aarruur, & John’s Park * High Court Pet 
Mar 18 Ord J 


‘une 9 

Dawson, ALFeEp head ‘Sutton, Surre’ Commercial 
Taveller Cro Croydéa “Pet April 2 Ord Fane 9 

Dexxy, Epwasp, 


's orf Greengroter 
's Lynn Pa Teno? Ord Sues 


DowpaLL, Joan » Plumber Southampton 
May 15 Ord June 9 / 
Eastxza, Rosert, Railton rd, Herne Hill, Butcher High 
i RO, 1 ta 
VANS, GEORGE, sex rs ur et 
10 Pet June 5 " 
rae, Sea Hewey; Torquay Exeter Pet June § 


5 

Freepmay, Morais, and Samvet Cuyat, Chichester chmbra, 
Chancery In, a Manufacturers High Court 
Pet May: 2 Ord June 5 

GorsHaM, Curistmuas, Norwich, Tinware Manufacturer 
Norwich Pet June9 Ord June 9 

fianguyese, Ee a lord, House Furnisher Bradford 

June9 une 9 

cnouane, Wiuuiam Newatt, Wee. C Commercial 
Clerk Warrington Pet June7 June 7 

Suiewe. Wriuiam, Chorley, Lancs, Fishmonger Bolton 

Pet April 26 Ord May 14 

HARDOASTLE, asm Ricuagp, Halifax, Joiner Halifax 

Ord June 8 


Hane, Cuaries, Ken’ Clapham, Engineer Wands 
worth Pet Mar4 ty Tune 7 Bigh 


Haraison, Josepu, ip Park ré, Printer 
1 Ord June7 


H Comet Fut Bg Tivetshall St Mary, Ni 
aRvey, Agtuus Rosgsrt, Tivets orfolk, 
Carpenter Ipswich PetJune7 Ord June7 
Haywoop, Cepric THompson, Esher, Builder High Court 
Sein Gane Tetee: Gawk: tod Draper 
uGHES, OwENn WLAaND, Amlw 
Pet June 8 Ord June 8 = 
Hust, ae Elton, Hunte, Baker Peterborough Pet June 
7 


rd June 7 
Jacoss, Heapeat ge Clephane rd, icocntane 
phar ure Dealer High Court Pet ‘April 26 Ord 
une 


| Sapeet, yx Bn SAA chengh Middlesbrough Pé 
une 
| Jouxso, Jou, Leoester, Baker Leicester Pet June 1 


Jonus, Henny ye Miaighead, Auctioneer Bangor Pe 
May Ord June 7 


Jonzs, , Sl Gors Wen, Lianddeur, Aberarth, Cardigan, 
Farmer Aberystwyth Pet June3 Ord June 8 

Jury, Gzorar WiLL14m, Swindon, Potato Merchant “win 
don Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Lamp, Witt, Grocer Cardiff Pet June7 On 


une 7 
Litusy, gs Samus, oe, China Dealer Bir. 
Curtain 


et JuneS Ord June 
Markt, OCnaries, and Gustave Masxz, ni, 
ae oe oo Importers High Court Pet April ® 
MARSHALL, - eae Goswell rd, Manager High Ooutt 
Pet May 27 . Ord June 7 
Pavey, Joun Jnssor, Sittingbourne, and Haray Pavsy, 
_—— = ers Rochester Pet June 7 Ord 
une 7 
rae, Epmunp ARNOLD, Nery el Cab Proprietor 
ham PetJune5 Ord June 7 
Suse RORGE, Meatpoerne. Beneding House Keeper 
Lewes Pet June 7 Ord June 7 
Piatts, Emtty, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Sheffield 
Pet May 17 Ord June 8 : 
Rawoey; |Farp Aames, Skirbeok Quarter, Lincs, Brick- 
Pet June 8 Ord June 8 
Reep, Joun Epwarp, Stamford, Lincs, Baker Peter 
boro Pet June 8 Ord June 8 
Rox, Witu1am Norman, Brighton, Professor of Masio 
Pet June 3 June 8 
Rosser, Henny Epwarp, Caerl Mon, Innkeeper New 
port, Mon Pet . or Ord June 8 
Rosin, pou, » Merchant Tailor Liverpool 
7 "Ord Joab 9° 
gy + aed Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pe 


Mason, Chancery In, Partnership 
High Court Pet Mari2 Or fn Ay 





me, 
June 7 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MCOKRGATEH STREDUT, LONDON, 


FUND. LIMITED. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LIGCENSED PROPERTY. 





X 





Upwards of 650 vom oll 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING | MATTERS. 


arter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana bps of the Oorporation. 


X 











Suitable Insurance Ciauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seat 


eon application. 
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Jayto, mp Heneyr, aetteh, Lanes, Baker Stockport 
ls bar i Rotherham, Yorks, 
-JgickerT,  Shoesw iDWARD, 
Butcher Sheffield Pet JuneS Ord June8 
Wa Sauvet, Shartow, Sheffield, Tailor” Sheffield 
Yet May 10° 6 10° Ord June 7 
Wemreaup, Francois Gorriies Lronarp FReperecr, 
Sarrey, < “poe Traveller Croydon Pet 
May 18 Ord May 18 
—— Wititam, Hyson Green, Nottin; 
Smith Nottingham Pet June 8 Ord June8 
Worn 70 Joux, Nelson, Lancs Burnley Pet June 
8 une 








ot June 9 
yurt “Pee 
mmercial 





LIFE INTERESTS — 
REVERSIONS 


(Absolute or Contingent) 


PURCHASED. 
Good prices given for approved Securities. 


LOANS GRANTED 


Upon Security ot Life Interests, Reversion, &c. 


MORTGAGES 


Upon first-class business or residential property considered. 








Waicut, Wir114m, Burnley, 
Burnley Pet June 8 O 


London Gazette. corns June 15. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Bezp, Eavest WILi14m, Swansea, poet Dantes Pembroke 
Dock PetMay 10 ‘Ord June 12 

Demmerxs, Wiu14m, Harrogate York PetJunel0 Ord 
June 1 

Bowcaurr, ~~ ARD Cuaries Boorn, Pilley, Cheltenham, 
Watchmaker Cheltenham Pet June 10° Ord June 10 

Buryer, a Henry, Inkberrow, Worcester, Veterinary 

Warwick Pet Juneil Ord June li 

PE cog ARTHUR, Beigua, Glam, Draper Cardiff 
Pet May 24 Ord June 8 

CaztzTOx, Joux, Morecambe, Tailor Preston Pet May 

Hi 2 June 9 

igh Davisox, Groner, Old st, St Luke’ 5, Manufacturer High 

Norf Co Pet June 10 Ord June 1 

, Norfolk, Day, Harry, Southsea, Ha: Tailor Portsmouth Pet 

ji ho June 10’ Ord June 10 

8 Eatwett, Wittiam, Wash Common, 
Newbury Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Fre, Revsex, Abercynon, Glam, General Dealer Ponty- 
pridd Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Forp, Caarizs Atrrep, Stoke aeend, Cornwall Fly- 
mouth PetJune10 Ord June 1 

Foster, Tuomas, Copnor, Portamouth, Hants, Brick Mer- 
chant Portsmouth Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

ba Isaac, Nottingham, Grocer Nottingham Pet June 

Ord June 11 

Pas tthe Heasert, Monmouth, Grocer Newport, Mon 
Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

Gusyett, Harry Harper, Mon Hereford 
Pet June 12 Ord June 12 








r Wands 


e 
. BUSINESS CARRIED THROUGH WITHOUT DELAY. 


STAR LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY, 
82, Moorgate Street, E.C.: 
J. DOUGLAS WATSON, F.1.A., Manager and Actuary. 


nts, 


Newbury, Builder 
Assets : 


£6,500,000 


Proposal Forms 


cn 
application. 


y, Draper 
Pet June 


anonbury 
1 26 Ord 


ugh Pet 
t June 7 




















EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


ngor Pa Grosmont, 


Goxswis, Groner Stuart Forbes, Great Winchester st High 
Court Pet May19 Ord June 11 

Harais, Taomas, Castellain mans, Maida Vale High Court 
Pet May 20 Ord June 11 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1885. OAPITAL, £500,000. 


LIMITED 
(Estastisuzp 1828), f 
Pues eee in Real ow Regal 


Interests 
Lae csenan enieiies ediiee. - s 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,526. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


= Hopsox, Joun, Farnworth, nr Bolton, Warehouseman ont tas es PURCHASED or 

ane ¢ - = eee Ord — P 
lovstay, Joux, Wigan, neaster, Draper Wigan Pet 
Junell Ord June 11 “a 

Hurcutsox, JAmEs, —, Tar Distiller Bolton Pet 
June10 Ord June } 


ealer Bir- 








Oapitalised. 
Cc. H. oro} Joint 
Secretaries, 


urtain 1d, ¥. H. CLAYTON, 


| April @ 
‘igh Court 
ny Paver 

e 7 Ord 


Proprietor 








ise Keeper 
Sheffield 
acs, Brick- 
cer Peter 
of Masio 
eper New 
Liverpool 
Leeds Pet 
Partaenty 


es 


TE 


SOCIETY Ln. 


INSURANCE 
No. 





Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON, Chairman (Nicholson, Patterson, & Freeland). 
CHARLES P, JOHNSON, Esq., Fice-Chairman (Johnsons, Long, & a Barker). 


a Ek D.L., 3.P. a & Sons), ° 
RONALD PEAKE, Bird, & Co.). 
JOHN DOUGLAS P. — ae (Morrell, Son, ‘& 
RICHARD 


vie J.P. oe 
BELL. 


Be EEE hee, 
Eng. (Walters & Co.); 
“ih 0. (A. & H. ). 


 Davidesas). 
former Nowa, ra & Oo.). 


2 
Ls] 


RGE WILLIAM BELL, Esq. 

BEWES, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson). 

. CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley, & Co.). 

- B, CHURCH, Esq. (Church, Adams, & Prior). 

. E. FAREBROTHER, Esq. (Fladgate & Co.). 

ILLIAM JAMES FARRER (formerly of Farrer & Co.). 
. GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Graham, & Co.). 

to. HALLOWES, Esq. (Hallowes & Carter). 


WIN HART, WoT ag" th Ceeen 
RLETO WHOL M B. Carleton Holmes, Son, & Fell). 
W. LEE {Lee, Bolton 1 & kee) E. H. “ 


DILLON BR. L. Ling, Bay: (Lae, Bolt & Co.). MER WILLIAMS, Esq. Died 


. FREDERICK MORGAN, Bea J. iE (Saxton & Morgan). 
SOLICITOR—W. 8, HARRISON (0. & 8, Harrison & Co.).  SECRETARY—H.T. OWEN LEGGATT. ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUE E. C. WHITE, 


SOR mr 
Dear 


bd 
rear 


3 
ot 








j 

a TO 

X This Society consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession 
is able to offer special facilities to Solicitors for the transaction of Fire Insurance ae on the most favourable terms, whilst it 
—— enjoys’ the ‘highest ‘reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. ; 
‘Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on spplicati m, .) ’ 


ve 


_ The business of the Society is confiried to the United > 





e a ae 


be 4° 
» eat 
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Jacxsox, Tomas, Whitworth, Lancs, Stone Merchant 7 
Rochdale Pet May 28 Ord June 10 
Jouzs, Davip Rezs, Neath, Neath Pet June 


10 Ord June 10 
Jostix, Samvet James, Stonehouse, Devon, Labourer 
Plymouth Pet June 10 Ord June 10 
Keuty, Anraur, Agtaur Ketty, jun, and Rosert Ketry, 
7 . = Coven‘ sened aber Hall, Hai. 
RANTZ, ENJAMIN BERNARD upon Hu ‘air- 
dresser Kingston upon Hull Pet June 10 Ord June 


10 
we A * "weerae Bucks Aylesbury Pet April 14 
JH s. inaicom, Tob ist Eastb Pet 


y 18 Ord June 12 
Lircarie.p, Esryezer, Eaton, Derby, Lace Designer 
Derby Pet June 10 June 10 
Mapex, Joxnx, Stourport, Worvester, ae Gardener 
Kidderminster Pet June 11 Ord June 1 
Moss Tuomas, Seon » or Crewe, ine Nantwich 
Pet May 26 Ord June 10 
Ope.t, ALBERT, — rd, Maida Vale, Brick Merch in 
Court Pet Juneli Ord June 11 
os Wituiam, Bangor, on Bangor Pet June 
Ord June 9 
jean J, Walton on Thames, Builder Kingston, Surrey 
Pet April 15 Ord June 10 
Payor, Kats, Leek, Stafford, Musical Instrument Dealer 
Stoke upon Trent Pet May 26 Ord June7 
Rasyetr, Tino James, Bizmin Birmingham Pet May 
26 June 11 
Receeneas Esenezer, and Witt Ratrenxsury, St 
= a“ , Exeter, Tailors Exeter Pet June 12 Ord 
une 
Roszatox, Axprew Jonson, Old Trafford, Manchester, 
— Manufacturer Salford Pet May 25 Ord 
une 


10 

Saxtomw, Caantes, Plaistow, Essex, Builder High Court 
Pet May 21 Ord June 10 

Szppox, James, Hoylake, Cheshire, Builder Birkenhead 
Pet May 28 Ord June li 

Suettros, Roszrt Heyry, ba pena Sdlop, Auctioneer 
Mad Pet June 10 Ord June 

Srzz_, Watter, Hampstead rd, Baker High Court Pet 
May 20 Ord June 10 

Wapsworrs, Georce Epwarp, Halifax, Yorks, House 

w ——— ae Pet Junell Ord —_ il » 

aLker, Caarites Hamitton, Margate, Photographer 
w Canterbury —— 10 Ord June 10 , 
‘aBREN, AtpertT Beepett, Bathpool, nr Taunton, Corn 

Merchant Taunton PetJunel0 Ord June 10 

Waker, Gzorcr, Walthamstow, Baker High Comt Pet 
June 10 Ord June 10 

Wairrngap, Taomas Newmar, het a Cabinet Maker 
Walsall Pet Junel0 Ord June 

Witxiss, Atzeret, Dovercourt, she Clerk Colchester 
Pet June 10 Urd June 10 

Wiuu1asMs, Witt14m, Pontygwaith, om, Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet June10 Orda June) 


FIRST merce ll 
Apsets, Joseru, Maddox st,Tailor June 24at12 14, Bed- 
ford row 





Brest, er eo eo Rogby, ee Repairer June 

2 2at3 —— High st, try 

ICKERDIKE, hme ty ‘June 23 at 3 Off 
Red House, Duncombe pl, York _ 

Buacxsvry, Watrer, Benes ‘Oak Park, Tutor June 23 at 
12 132, York rd, Bridge 

Buxnorx, Freperick CHagies Soa a Grocer’s 
Vanman June 2% at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 


_ Liverpool 
CuAagtzsworts, Frepericx, Barnsley, Yorks, Provision 
Merchant June 24 at 10 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, 


Cuasieswortn, Jos, Bolsover, Derby, Painter June 23 at 
12_Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Uhester 

Cuay, Ricnagp, jun,Osmaston, Derby,Journeyman Butcher 
dune 23 at ii Off Bec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Cotemas, Zi1tLau, Sandwich, Kent, Seed Merchant June 23 
at 11.80 Off Rec, 684, Castle ‘st, Canterbury 

Davisox, Gzorcz, Ivydale rd, Nunhead, 7 ar 
June 29 at 11 Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 

Derricx, Cuaatzs Feaxcis, Pon , Mon, Licensed 
Victualler June 23 at 11.30 Rec, 144, Commercial 


lewport, 
en” Bevssx, Miskin, Mountain Ash, Glam, General 
Dealer June 23 at 11 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, 


P 
Congeee, areas Norwich, Tinware Manufacturer 
June 23 at 4 Ree, 8 8, King st, Norwich 
Grape, Jou Ricuarp, Horsham Sussex, Veterinary 
aly 1 st 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, 


Guswis, Gzorcz Stuart Forpes, Great Winchester st June 
28 at12 Bankru bldgs, st 
— Tuomas, oA Vale June 28 


2.30 
— Fog Tay ar Birmingham June 2 
at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191,Corporation st, Birmingham 
Hocker, Evtes Masta, Chislehurst, Kent Tene 23 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Hopeox, Joux, Farnworth, nr Bolton, Warehouseman 
June 23 at 3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
mee , Wigan, Draper June 2 at3 19, Exchange 


x a Tar Distiller June 24 at 3 
e iton 
Lavpais, Tuomas, Coventry, Boot Dealer June 2% at 11 
Off Ree, ventry 
Liter, Ricuarp Aad Birmingham, 


ae Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Pa Be 


Maruatrsox, Wrissan James, Queen’s 7, Muswell Hill, 
_ Builder June 23at230 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Mires B20s, Grange rd, , Draper June 23 

at 12 Bankraptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Morr, Bauver Taonyizy, York mansion Wistenine tes 
Engineer 


June 23 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


olverbampton 


Oactay, Euma, i Ash Wale, Wol 
House Keeper une 2% at 11 Off Rec, 








Opgtt, Asomnn, eeens rd, Maida bone a Merchant 
Jone tees eee ae 

Pepigy, Tomas, Stafford, a Founder 
June 23 at 11.30 Off Reo, ‘Wolverhampton 

Perret, Witt1AM Farpentce, Nantwich, Chester, Iron- 
4 x June 23 at 2.30 Off Rec, arty - Newcastle, 


Pixs, Boavuss Argnotp, Birmingham, Proprietor 
June 24 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, ee st, 


Portze, J, Walton on amen, Baldor June 24 at 11,30 
132, York rd, Westminster B: 
ee * ‘Kars, Leek, Stafford, M Instrument Dealer 
une 28 at 12 Off Reo, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 


EN  k, Exsengzee, and ILLIAM RarTrerBury, ° 
Sidwells, Exeter, June 23 at 10.80 Off 

Bedford circus, Exeter 

— Hewnsy Epwakgp, Caerleon. Sion, tahoe 8 June 
2ati1l Off Rec, 144, Commercial st pe ee 

Saxton, Coarues, Plaistow, ae, Builder 23 at 12 
Bankruptcy bi 

Sue.ton, Rosert Henry, Fellington, Salop, Auctioneer 
July 7at11 County Court Office, 

Taicxett, Anprew Epwagp, Rotherham, Yorks, Butcher 
June 24ati2 Off Rec, Figtree In, eld 

Wapswoers, Gzorcs Epwarp, Halifax, House Furnisher 
June 25 at 11.45 County Court, be tg st, Halifax 

Var See, Battersea Park rd, Baker June 23 at 
11 nkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

an, ‘Asan RT, oA noua Essex, Clerk July 2at 11 
Cups Hotel, Colcheste: 

WIL1LIAMs, Wrnttan, Pontgwyaith, Glam, Collier June 23 

atiz O Posv Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Woopcock, Jonny Tuomas, Sheffield, General Dealer June 
24at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Waricat, Wit114m, Burnley, Furniture Dealer June 25 at 
10.18 County Court ouse, Bankhouse st, Burnley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bastarp, Taomas Witla pqene, Finchley, Builder 
Barnet Pet March 23 Ord J 

a ~¥ — Wiu1iam bere, ~~ Proprietor York 
Pet June 10 Ord 10 

Bowouner, Epwarp Dacdame Boots, Cheltenham, Watch- 
maker Cheltenham Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Boyce, Coantes Henry Heasest, Caledonian rd, Tobacco 
Dealer High Court Pet April29 Ord June 10 

Buryet, James Hesry, Inkberrow, Worcester, Veterinary 
Surgeon Warwick Pet Junell Ord June ll 

Cooper, Argraura Cuar.Es, Water In, Brixton, Timber 
Merchant High Court Pet May 21 0nd June 10 

Davison, Groner, Old st, St Luke’s, Manufacturer High 
Court Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Day. Harey, Southsea, Hants, Tailor Portsmouth Pet 
June 10 Ord June 1 

Dereick, Cuartes Francis, Ponty » Mon, Licensed 
Victualler Newport,Mon Pet May 22 Ord June 10 

Eatweit, WILLIAM, Newbury, Builder Newbury Pet 
June 10 Ord June 1 

EaGena, Foca Aa ct, Westminster, Financier 
High Court Pet April 1 Ord June 11 

Fixe, Revpex, Misken, tain Ash, General Dealer 
Pontypridd Pet June 10 "Ord J June 10 

Fisner, Henry, Cockermouth, Cuietel, Ironmonger 
Cockermouth Pet May 1 Ord June 1 

Forp, Cuastes Atrrep, Stoke Climelana, Cornwall 
Plymouth Pet June ” Ord June 1 

Foster, Tsomas, Co; , Portsmouth, ° prick Merchant 
Portemouth Pet cos ii Ord June 11 

Gaus, Isaac, Nottingham, Grocer Nottingham Pet June 
11 Ord June ll 

Goysour, Hegsert, Jenne, Grocer Newport, Mon 
Pet June il Ord 

Gans, Joun eae ~_ = 

Brighton Pet May 22 Ord June 10 

Hauimay, Jouw Reep, Portsmouth, Private Inquiry Agent 
High “Court Ord June 11 

Hopesos, Jony, Farnworth, nr Bolton, Warehouseman 
Bolton Pet June10 Ord June 10 

a Jous, Wigan, Draper Wigan PetJunell Ord 


Boron J ames, Bolton, Tar Distiller Bolton Pet June 

10 June 10 

Jonzs, Davip Bars, Neath, Ironmonger Neath Pet June 
10° Ord June 10 

Jostixs, Samugn James, ouse, pore, Labourer 
Plymouth Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Ke.izy, Antoun, ArTsur Ke.ury, jun, and Rosrrr 

ailders Coventry Pet June 3 


8 
Krantz, Bexsamis Berwarp, Kingston upon Hull, Hair- 
dresser Kingston upon Huil Pet = 10 Ord 
une 


Lez, Wiritam Rayryen, jy ee, ae Draper North- 
allerton Pet May 27 J 
Lae een, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace Designer 


‘et June 10 qi 
Mapex, Jou», Wor Market Gardener 
- Ki 7 Pot June 11 “Ord Sune ll os 
ooxax, Joun, Dudley,| Worcester, Tailor Dudley Pe 
May 27 Ord June 10 


Orway, Hapotp Eranest Cantyon, Bedford Bedford Pg Pet 
Feb 23 Ord June3 
pane, Wrtiam, Bangor Bangor PetJune9 Ord June 


Payor. Kats, Longton, 7 Musical Instrument Dealer 
Btoke Trent Pet May 26 Ord June 11 

Ponomass, ‘ALD Ropests, a , Jeweller 

Pet. May 26 Ord June 1 

ont Saruss toxarvs, Mureum at, ander 8q High 
Court Pet Ord June 10 

RaTrensury, nl ong dal Rarrensury, 8 

es Tailor Pet June 12 Ord 


une 1 
a a Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet June9 On 

une 
Ropertson, AnpaEw Jouwsox, Old Trafford, Manchester, 
Ficoweed ufacturer Salford Pet May 25 On 
une 


Susttox, Ropsgert Henry, W seen, Sate Auctioneer 
sea ea at Meta 
Arws, Harry, 8 s Mar! ¢ Merchant Hi 
Court Pet May7 Ord June 1 igh 
Wapsaworrtn, Gzorce Epwarp, Balter, House Furnisher 
a Halifax.” nag poige  S te . 
ALKgR, CHARLES HAMILTON poe otogra) 
Canterbury Pet June 10 Ord J: oe 
va Apert Brepet., Bath 


Westuoretanp, Watrer, John st, Adelphi, Quantity Sur. 
veyor Court Pet April2 Ord June 10 
WHITEHEAD, omaS Newman, Walsall, Cabinet Maker 
w Walsall Leda hed Ord Sune 10 Clerk 
ILKINS, ALBERT, verco sex, erk Colchester 
w Pet —_ Ord oe 10 hb, Glam, 00 
tuL1ams, Witt1am, Pontygwait' lier P 
pridd Pet June 10 Ord June i0 = 





lephone: 602 Holl 
EDE, SON AND. RAVENSCROFT 


Fouxpep tx THe Reiex or Wittiam & Many, 1630, 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVEB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VBLVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 








BY AUTHORITY 





Every requisite under the above Act supplied on the 
i shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate us. 


Suarez Cenrivica Deserxrunss, &c., and 
printed. OvriciaL anata designed and oR ee 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 
Stationers, Printers, Engr avers, Registration Agents, £0, 
«@®, FLEET SEN perjeanta’ Inn)" E.C, (corner of 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALID. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 








in Flasks, price 2/6. 
SOLD BVERYW HERE. 
BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 








EOLIDA YT SHASON. 


ACCIDENTS of all kinds, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 


BuRcLaRy AND FIDELITY GUARANTEE RISKS 


INSURED AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CO, 


Capital (fully subscribed) £1,000,000. 


64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


Claims paid £5,600,000. 
A. VIAN, Secretary. 
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Oya yrow 





